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March 8t 2022, Oakes landowner meeting. SCS to this point never held a meeting for these folks. This was
sponsored by the DRC.

March 15t" 2022. Richland County Commission meeting. 1t meeting that passes the resolution that
Opposes Eminent Domain for a CO2 pipeline.

March 16" NWLA in Bismarck, learned more about pipelines and spoke with Julie Fedorcheck about the fear
of Eminent Domain. She showed me ED cannot be used as a negotiation tactic for land easements in our
NDCC.

March 23 2022 Landowner meeting in Great Bend ND. This time Summit was present. At this meeting is
where they figured out they had a bad indemnification clause.

Apr. 5t 2022 Sargent County Commissioners. Passed the Resolution Opposing Eminent Domain for a CO2
pipeline.

Apr. 21 2022 NDFB 1%t meeting to discuss landowner rights, Linton ND. Meeting well attended.

Apr.26 2022 NDFB 3" meeting to discuss landowner rights, Wyndmere ND. Very well attended.

May 2 2022, Burleigh County Commission. Passed the resolution Opposing the use of Eminent Domain. We
were successful at every county we were asked to present. Richland, Sargent, Dickey, Burleigh. Emmons,
passed the resolution on there own without any presentation. There are over 600 signatures Opposing the
use of Eminent Domain.
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Continued

* Now. 23 2022, Met with Ohnstad Twitchel(Attorney) to review easement language. Thought we had an
agreement with SCS, they have since then retracted the verbal agreement.

* Since this time we have had many county meetings, group meetings and phone calls that have lead up to the
PSC meetings. | do not believe we would be here today if things would have been handled better. An
example is the gas line going from Mapleton ND to Wahpeton ND. A few folks have both pipelines on there
property and they have told me the folks handling the gas line were easy and signed the easements within 2

to 3 weeks.



Easements and Easement language

Compensation

When landowners first received offers from Summit for the proposed pipeline route the offers were very
low. The offer for our family farm was 6.08/Ft. Some folks signed at these low offers, some signed in the
middle and others got what they felt was the best they could get.

What is fair? For each farm and individual it is different. This year our farm in Kindred is 140 years old. We
have the farm in a LLLP and we have it so no land can be sold, period. So, this bothers us a pipeline with no
benefit to us or the public can just come and access and take our land for no reason.



Compensation/Math on development land

¢ Easement 50’

» NDCC says you cannot have an occupied dwelling within 500’ from center of pipeline. | understand waivers
can be signed, but who would knowing that a CO2 pipeline sits right next to a new home?

» Pipeline runs diagonally through a quarter of property for 2640". 2640x1000=2640000/43560=60.60 acres
out of 160 acres are no longer usable. Plus, will SCS allow a road to be built over the pipeline?

» Assumptions using information from Zillow. % acre lots sell for $100,000.00. 60.60 = approximately 121 lots.
That landowner just lost over 12 million dollars.

* There are examples of this pipeline going diagonally across property and not being adjacent to roadways or
property lines.



Tile Lines

* Summit has Radio advertising promoting how they want to work with landowners.

» On various fields where farmers have spent anywhere from $800.00 to $1,200.00 per acre to tile their fields,
Summit has not worked with some of these landowners to go adjacent to property lines or roads.

* Farmers want Summit to not cut each and every tile line across there field. In some of these fields Summit
wants to go diagonally across the field.

* Summit has said they will give a lifetime guarantee to fix or repair a tile line is not repaired correctly. What is
a lifetime, how is the landowner guaranteed this will occur? Who pays for crop damages to fix the line in the
future? Who pays for the crop damages to access the broken line?

* Quote from an article published in lowa “Several of the landowners out there have done some tile work,
some underground drainage. And once that gets violated it’s impossible to fix correctly, and then again
because the right of way then belongs to the pipeline company and they will never get that back. So yes,
there are some legitimate concerns going forward with what this pipeline can do.”

* November 19, 2021 By Dar Danielson




Easement language, Misc. Items

* In ND century code we are allowed to set a specific time period for easements NOT to exceed 99 years.
Summit would not approve any easement that was less than 99 years.

* Summit would also not accept any easement with Favored Nations Clause.
* Summit opposed and refused listing the landowner as “additional insured” on the company insurance policy.

* Summit fought the landowner when they wanted a specific(strip) easement. Instead Summit wanted
blanket easements. Which in ND is not even supposed to be recorded by the county auditor. Yet, the
majority of recorded easements are with a blanket easement.

|



Insurance and Indemnification

* [t took many conversations and examples for Summit to identify that the risk of this pipeline fell upon the
landowner. Landowners all along this pipeline route asked their insurance agents about liability. State Farm,
American Family and another company said the landowner was not covered. With American Family a rider

would be required.
¢ Statement from American Family

* The underwriter did get back to me and what you are referring to would be pollution liability and that is
excluded in the policy. We DON’T offer pollution liability in your current policy so there’s no way to endorse
the policy .

* You would only have coverage for Pollution clean-up on his own property.

* It took a lot of effort to get Summit to clean up their indemnification, so the landowner is not responsible for
their pipeline. | hope the PSC will not site this project until Summit goes back and protects those
landowners who signed the early easements.
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y = The damage was all done Monday night, June

E Ber ight 30, by 12 midnight. To Mrs. Bergh it sounded like a
miles southwes Ki during last week’s  ‘“big splash”, which lasted several hours. By

+  flash floeding. > - Monday, July 7, the family had almost completed

| To fill in the front yard washout, Lester Bergh filling it in, scraping seil from other high spets on
said dirt will have to be scraped off high spots on  the farm.

other family land and hauled in. (Reporter photo by Mark Sperry)
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ﬁ._ﬂd Mrs. Iver Braaten’s farm about

‘rain the night of June 30,

washout which Mrs.

_Duiiwest of Kindred a huge land slide -

P ravine. Additional soil |

Braaten says she has been hearing fall with a thud
every day since. The farm yard is to the left of the
picture, taken looking northerly. (Reporter photo
by Muriel Evenson.)
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Pipeline Safety

In Feb. of 2020 in Satartia Miss. There was a CO2 pipeline explosion. For my purposes this explosion is very
relevant. One of the causes for this failure was that the soil around the pipeline was Highly Erodible
Soil(HEL) and it was near a river bank. Well | have the exact same situation. If you look at my soil maps you
will see they are defined as HEL, also the pipeline will cross the Sheyenne River on our farm if we are forced
to accept this pipeline.

It has recently been brought to our attention that Summits geology studies are in question. The PSC has
received a letter from the State Geologist. GPS locations 12 and 13 are concerns about the Sheyenne River
crossing. Location 13 is on our property and | have had concerns about this river crossing since the
beginning of this project. Our land still has scars from the flood of 1975.

Summit has never released a plume study for the public to subside the fears of a CO2 pipeline. Speculation
says this is because the Plume study is not favorable. Summit has also not put together a training schedule
for our fire fighters, EMS, police officers, etc. Please do not site this pipeline until Summit has met this
criteria.

Web link to a controlled CO2 gas explosion: https://www.dnv.com/oilgas/laboratories-test-sites/dense-
phase-spadeadam-video.html



Surveying

* In Richland County Summit’s surveyors trespassed on private property several times, but no one was
charged, due to the fact that the individual surveyor was the one that would pay the consequences and not

Summit themselves.

* In ND it is encouraged that all easements are Strip easements and not blanket easements. Below is an
excerpt from a letter that was sent to the PSC.

The State of North Dakota already has requirements codified for licensed Land Surveyors to follow under
North Dakota Century Code (NDCC) 47-05-02.1.
Land Surveyors are bound by North Dakota Administrative Code (NDAC) 28-02.1-13-01: Survey
Requirements for preparation of legal descriptions and conveyance of property.

Land Surveyors are bound by the North Dakota Attorney General Opinion 2017-L-03, dated May 12,
2017, indicating that pursuant to NDCC 43-19.1-30, the items which need to be included as exhibits
relevant to documents or attachments, as well as when they are the main documents being recorded.
These documents must include the signature and seal of a North Dakota registered professional land
surveyor, even if the document is part of an exhibit or an attachment to the easement.

NDSPLS encourages the use of the North Dakota State Plane Coordinate System, per NDCC 47-20.2, as
the base coordinate system used for a universal survey mapping system.

* Alandowner should have the same benefits as the State of ND when it comes to easements, surveys and
trespass laws. Landowners are abused because they do not have the same protections.



Routing

Summit has stated many times that they had looked at hundreds of routes and have made changes to the route
hundreds of times.

If this is true why don’t they continue to change this route to suit there needs? Highly Erodible soils, tile and those
who just do not want this pipeline on there ground. Are reasons Summit should continue to work on rerouting.

Senator Mark Weber in District 22 asked Bill Panos(ND DOT), why do they not just use the existing right of ways?
Answer: They do not want a high pressure pipeline going adjacent to existing infrastructure.

| asked Wade Boeshans, Erik Schovanec, Jeff Skarre and Jimmy Powell all of Summit to move this line off of our
property. They all came back and said no this is the best route. | certainly do not believe that it is the best route.

Summit has moved this line off of land of folks who have influence in the Legislature. When challenged with a
comment that Summit avoids school trust lands they deny it and say they are crossing school Trust lands in areas,
but wanted to give the landowner the opportunity to make some money even when the landowner does not want
the pipeline. You can hear those comments during testimony at
https://video.ndlegis.gov/en/PowerBrowser/PowerBrowser\V2/20230313/-
1/286217startposition=20230127114704

Go five miles west and you have miles and miles of the Sheyenne grasslands, when asked why they could not move
the route over to the Grasslands. Erik Schovanec told us “Well that is too much red tape”. Again the landowner
does not receive the same rights as state or federal government.

Outside of Tharaldson Ethanol is a railroad spur. Why cannot this pipeline follow the railroad? They could follow
rﬂilroaddtraé:k tlo within 8 miles of where Summit ties into the East/West line. But again Railroads have more rights
than individuals.

Also this route will define the boundaries and geographical size of Bismarck. The majority of Bismarcks growth is
North and East, this pipeline will restrict that growth.



Siting of the Pipeline

49-22.1-02 Excerpt “Sites and routes must be selected to minimize adverse human and environmental
impact while ensuring continuing system reliability and integrity and fulfilling energy needs in an orderly and
timely fashion.”

| do not believe Summit has met this criteria of minimizing adverse human and environmental impact. You
have seen what counties have done to protect their citizens and the State Geologist has sent a letter
showing they have not done enough on the side of the environment.

49-22.1-03 Avoidance areas. 500 feet from inhabited residences. When prevailing winds are taken into
consideration 500 feet for a hazardous pipeline is not enough. Even Lynn Helm with the North Dakota
Mineral Resource says the safe zone is approximately a mile from this pipeline. If Summit would release
their Plume study modeling it would help alleviate speculation.

49-22.1-06 Application for a certificate-Designation of a site corridor. This requires comprehensive analysis
with supporting data showing reasons why the preferred location is best. It also asks for a description of
mitigative measures that will be taken to minimize all foreseen adverse impacts resulting from the location,
construction and operation of the proposed facility.

With the letters to the PSC from the State Geologist and the State Historical Society it is evident SCS has not
done their due diligence for this pipeline route.



Siting continued

49-22.1-07 Application for Permit Designation of a route. d. A description of all mitigative measures that
will be taken to minimize all foreseen adverse impacts. f. A statement setting forth the manner in which: 1)
The utility will inform affected landowners of easement acquisition and necessary easement conditions and
restrictions. 2)The utility will compensate landowners for easements, with out reference to the actual
consideration to be paid.

For letter “d” in this section. Summit has not come up with any safety planning for counties or
municipalities. A reference letter from a fire fighter in lowa is attached. In my opinion Summit has done
nothing to mitigate the foreseen impacts of this pipeline.

Letter “f” subsections 1 and 2. Summit has harassed folks for easement acquisition, they have taken land
agents away from landowners and have had no contact with landowners for months(Summit has called
difficult landowner’s activists) how is that working with landowners? SCS has claimed they have a goal of
100% volunteer easements, they have said this publicly many times. How do you achieve 100% easements
when you won't give a landowner a land agent or talk to them? Ron Ness with the petroleum council
testified on a Senate Bill that almost all pipelines in ND get a very high volunteer easement rate, lets help
SCS reach their goal of 100% before siting this pipeline.

49-22.1-09 Factors to be considered. | believe we have covered these items, but we do not believe Summit
has done a sufficient job of considering public health, welfare, natural resources and the environment when
planning the route for this pipeline. | do not believe Summit looked at alternative routes or the direct and
indirect economic impacts of the proposed facility. Again, I reference the area around NE Bismarck that is
destroying people’s retirement income by taking development land and making it unmarketable.



Siting Continued

49-22.1-13Effect of issuance of certificate of permit. 2. a) A certificate of site compatibility for a gas or liquid
conversion facility may not supersede or preempt any local land use: zoning or bUI|dInF rules, regulations or
orgjnances and a site may not be designated which violates local land use, zoning, building rules, regulations or
ordinances.

SCS is suing counties in A and SD that have ordinances they do not like. We expect they will do the same with
counties and townships that have reacted to this hazardous pipeline. At a SCS meeting | asked what will you do
with our township roads? “They said we are oinﬁ to cut through any gravel or dirt road if there is no provision for
us to bore the road.” We have always worked with any utility coming through our township and they have all bored
under the road, we never needed language in our township charter to protect us like this, the arrogance of SCs is
amazing. Many other townships had to have meetings and hire attorneys to review the township rules. Cutting a
road in our climate is terrible and causes a lot of extra expense for townships that are already strapped for money.

49-22.1-14 Unfair tactics in acquiring land or easements for a facility. The utility may not use any harassment,
threat, intimidation, misrepresentation, deception, fraud or other unfair tactics to induce the owner of the land to
be affected by the facility to grant or agree to any easement.

SCS in the first meeting they held in Casselton ND, Chris Hill and employee of SCS told the group Eminent Domain is
available to them and SCS will use it if they had to. | consider this a threat.

A land agent for SCS harassed an elderly widow so bad she would no longer answer her phone or come to her door
in fear of the constant harassment from the land agent contracted by SCS.

A similar story of an out of state landowner was very stressed, do to the continued pressure form SCS to sign an
easement. They changed the rules on her often and caused her great stress.

On a personal note, my family does not want to retain an attorney for eminent domain proceedings, so they asked
me to communicate with SCS. | had a verbal agreement with Jim Powell of SCS, | told him | needed to get together
with an attorney and get the easement language correct. When we agreed upon the easement Jim said | took too
long and the agreement is no longer valid. He then proposed a different compensation and wanted a gag order so
I wqul? not go to the PSC meetings. Based just on these unfair tactics a siting permit should not be issueﬁ for this

project.



Common Carrier Classification

Summit Carbon Solutions has notified the Public Service Commission that they intend to operate as a
common pipeline carrier. Which is important to this conversation, because it impacts routing and the use of
eminent domain.

Chapter 49-19 is the Chapter in North Dakota century Code for Common Pipeline Carriers.

49-19-01 Definition of common pipeline carriers. In section 1 it states “for the public for hire” Does the
Summit Carbon Express meet that standard? They are not for the public.

49-19-08 Operations of Pipelines. States “is a business in the conduct of which the public is interested”. In
this section CO2 pipelines are not listed, why? Again this pipeline is not for the public interest.

49-19-09 Permission to secure right of way. “designed for use only in connection with the operation of such
lines along, across, or under any public stream or highway in this state.” This statement is confusing,
because if this pipeline gets common carrier status they can now use state highway right a way.

49-19-11 Pipeline carrier must agree to carry with out discrimination. It is my understanding that the CO2 in
the pipeline only belongs to Summit Carbon Solutions and may violate this chapter.

49-19-12 When a pipeline carrier may exercise the right of eminent domain. To have the power of eminent
domain a common carrier pipeline must accept regulation by the PSC.



Common Pipeline Carrier

* 49-19-12 exercise the right of eminent domain.
* This is in direct conflict of the ND Constitution. Article 1 Section 16 second paragraph.

* “For purposes of this section, a public use or a public purpose does not include public
benefits of economic development, including an increase in tax base, tax revenues,
employment, or general economic health. Private property shall not be taken for the use of, or
ownership by, any private individual or entity, unless that property is necessary for conducting
a common carrier or utility business”

* In Summits own words on two separate papers. One dated Aug. 3 2021 the other sent to a ND leader on Aug.
29t 2022. This project is solely about economic development.

* Also on July 251 2021 on the Joel Heitkamp show the Governor Doug Burgum stated

“Under North Dakota law, eminent domain would only be available for projects that have public use or public purposes, so in
this case it wouldn’t even be available as a tool. If Summit (Carbon) Solutions is going to get a pipeline built in North Dakota,
they’re going to have to do that by coming to mutually agreeable terms with landowners to pay for that access. And if
enough landowners say, ‘Hey | don’t want to get paid for an easement across my land that’s going to help agriculture and
energy in North Dakota,” then as a private company, they’ll build their $3 billion pipeline to Wyoming or somebody else who's
willing to get it. The market forces will drive whether or not this thing actually happens or not. But no, there’s zero possibility
of eminent domain being part of this, don’t even know how that came to be part of the conversation.”

* Attached are signatures from citizen’s that live in the counties that this pipeline is routed, to pass county
resolutions NOT to allow eminent domain for this pipeline.



Continued

August 3, 2021

via 15t Class Mail
BTM Family Partnership LLLP
c/o: Lester Bergh
15975 56th Street SE,
Kindred, ND 58051

RE: CO. Capture & Sequestration Pipeline Project
Dear Landowner:

The State of North Dakota has determined that geologic storage of carbon dioxide will help spur economic
growth in the state in the years to come. The geologic storage of carbon dioxide will create jobs, support
North Dakota businesses, and expand economic opportunities while also reducing greenhouse gas emissions.
Furthermore, sequestered carbon dioxide has commercial, industrial and agricultural uses, including
enhanced mineral recovery and crop production. In an effort to promote such interests, Summit Carbon
Solutions (Summit) (www.summitcarbonsolutions.com) has announced a pipeline project which will capture
carbon dioxide and permanently sequester it underground (Project).




Continued
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To date, the company has signed agreements w1th more than 4600Nerth dandownersp»with more
being secured each day.

This significant progress is due not only to the Summit’s efforts, but local North Dakota stakeholder
groups across our agriculture and energy sectors. We’re working together to communicate how Summit’s
multi-billion-dollar infrastructure investment will open new economic opportunities for ethanol
producers, strengthen the agricultural marketplace for corn growers, and generate tens of millions of
«dollars in new property tax revenues that will help local communities support critical priorities like our

schools We Iqok f“itrward to continuing to advance our project in the weeks and months to come.
YEN K<S Jor jOyie—=. MPEC oy ahn



Summary

Before the PSC considers siting this project, | am asking that these items be fixed. A landowner should not have to
retain an attorney every time a land agent comes to their door. Fixing an incorrect easement down the road will
require the hiring of another attorney by a landowner and that should not have to happen.

* As Ron Ness stated in testimony against SB2209, we already achieve a high rate of volunteer easements and
eminent domain is rarely used. Before siting this project lets make sure Summit attains their goal of 100%
volunteer easements.

* Let’s make sure Summit corrects the first easements that were filed. They need to fix the indemnification language
and the surveys of these easements before the PSC sites this project.

* Based on the threats, harassment and discrimination against landowners a very high number of volunteer
easements should be attained(90%+) before this project is sited.

* Summit should provide the dispersion model, work with all the fire departments and EMS folks along the route
before a permit is given for this project. Safety should be a primary goal for this project. We only have 5000 miles
of CO2 pipelines in the US. This pipeline alone will be 2,000 miles.

* Again, no easements should have been filed with out the correct survey language and documentation based on ND
survey practices, blanket surveys may be good for lowa but we are not lowa.

* The pipeline route needs to have minimal impact on Adverse Human and Environmental impact. Human impact
from Legacy of the land, financial impact and health, | believe you will hear a lot of testimony on this point. You
have two letters illustrating the environmental impact.

* Because Summit has declared to the PSC that they are a common pipeline carrier and thea/ are willing to have the
PSC regulate the pipeline, once the pipeline is sited Summit will have the use of eminent domain, because it will
become a common pipeline carrier.  So, in a round about way the PSC does have eminent domain authority. | hope
you take this into consideration when siting this project, as this project has no public use or public purpose and is
all about economic development.



The carbon dioxide pipeline information documents are attached.

Also attached is the Mississippi pipeline break report. The Mississippi pipeline is the same size as the
Summit Carbon pipeline so | think it would be better to use the volume leaked instead of the length of
time of the leak like | did before. The Mississippi break leaked 31,405 barrels which is 5,587 tons.

Following is the link to the air dispersion model:
RMP*Comp | US EPA

To run the model you click on the link then click on begin.

Scroll down and click on carbon oxysulfide. (COS is the model input chemical with the physical and
toxicity properties most similar to carbon dioxide).

Scenario type: worst case

Physical state: Liquefied under pressure

Quantity released: type in 5587 and select tons.

Click on submit

For this volume the distance to “safe” levels is 1 mile.

Lynn D. Helms, PhD

Director
701.328.8020 « Ihelms@nd.qov www.dmr.nd.gov

701.328-8020 - oilandgasinfo@nd.gov www.dmr.nd.gov * 600 E Boulevard Ave, Dept. 405 ¢ Bismarck,
ND 58505




Filed with the lowa Utilities Board on February 28, 2023, HLP-2021-0001

Dear lowa Utilities Board,

l, fire chief, Dan Harvey along with our entire Gruver, lowa fire district completely object
to all hazardous carbon dioxide (CO2) pipelines proposed to be constructed within the
State of lowa.

Below are two quotes from Satartia, Mississippi after the Denbury Hazardous CO2
pipeline break on February 22, 2020

‘It was almost like something you'd see in a zombie movie — they were just walking in
circles,” sheriff's officer Terry Gann told HuffPost, while survivor Hugh Martin said the
“only thing | been through worse than this was the gas chamber when | was in the Army
training for Desert Storm, and that was cyanide gas.”

Bad as that may sound, though, the situation could have been significantly worse, as
they actually “got lucky,” as Yazoo County Emergency Management Agency director
Jack Willingham explained. “if the wind blew the other way, if it'd been later when
people were sleeping, we would have had deaths.”

I have been fire chief for the community of Gruver, lowa since 1991, and by far, if an
incident with the CO2 pipeline were to occur; it would be the largest devastating event
that we will need to deal with, if approved. The Gruver Fire district will have the majority
of the Navigator Heartland Greenway (Navigator) pipeline in Emmet County.

Navigator has hosted a first responder initial training event in Emmet County which
included attendees from surrounding jurisdictions. Summit Carbon Solutions (Summit)
has attended numerous county supervisor meetings and have made a few comments
based on the safety and impact of the CO2 pipeline. Below are the points of focus that

first responders have raised question to and will need to know in order to perform our
duties safely.

1. Navigator hosted an initial first responder training on January 31, 2023, for
several area jurisdictions. When questions were asked to the Navigator engineer
onsite of how much liquid is in our 8” 20-mile shutoff valve, he didn't have an
answer. He also didn't know the oxygen needed for an engine to be able to run
in. The audience grew to question the integrity of the Navigator project, based on
them not being able to answer basic, math driven questions.

2. Navigator, in the same meeting, had a retired assistant fire chief from Oklahoma
to explain the CO2 plume and what we first responders could expect. Navigator's
plume outlines lay closely inline with what we have been addressing to our
county constituents. If there is a breach from the pipeline, we as fire fighters/first
responders, will need to don self-contained breathing apparatus (SCBA) at a

Internal
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Filed with the lowa Utilities Board on February 28, 2023, HLP-2021-0001 N N
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minimum of 1,100 foot diameter based on Navigator's 8" pipeline with 20 miles
between valves. We were told that night at Navigator's training, that we would
need to decide if we would risk any responder’s life to get occupants out of that
situation, if they are withing the hot zone of the breach.

. Navigator, during the same meeting, gave a brief overview without description of
high concentrated areas (HCA) which are expected to have valves placed 6-7
miles apart and low concentrated areas (LCA) which are expected to have valves
placed 20 miles apart. The first responders asked for clarification on what are the
criteria for the region to be classified as HCA and LCA. HCA of people is to be
anything 50,000 of population or higher than the valves will be put closer
together. There are only three regions along the Navigator pipeline path that
meet the HCA criteria, the remainder of their line will have valves placed 20 miles
apart on average,

. | have withessed two meetings that Summit has been present at telling their
aspect on safety. Summit's statement at Wright County’s meeting, “Our plume
study only shows 100’ that's critical, out to 300’ is border line health problems
and after 300’ nothing to be aware of.” This statement based on mathematical
oxygen depletion studies along with being highly contradictory of Navigator
findings based on the same pipeline and material being transferred deems this
as false. Same Summit people at a Kossuth County supervisor meeting asked
the same question on wanting to see Summits plume study and quote “we
cannot give that out due to security reasons.”

In conclusion, based on the meetings | have attended for both Navigator and Summit
along with the first responder training session held by Navigator; there are numerous
holes in their processes and safety for their hazardous carbon dioxide pipeline projects.
It is becoming apparent that Navigator and Summit want to move this project forward
faster than safety protocols and guidelines can be created and emphasized. it should
be the standard of the IUB to withhold any decisions until the guidelines on hazardous
CO2 setbacks are determined in the fall of 2024 by PHSMA. If these pipelines are
installed without proper setbacks and construction mandates the risk to human life is
inevitable.
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NDSPLS ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE
PO Box 7370

Bismarck, ND 58507

Phone:  701-223-3184

E-mail:  info@ndspls.org
Website: www.ndspls.org

Executive Secretary/Director of Administration February 11, 2023
North Dakota Public Service Commission
600 E Blvd. Ave. Department 408

Bismarck, North Dakota 58505-0480

RE: Consideration to ensure that State Land Survey rules, laws, and codes are followed

Dear Chair,

The North Dakota Society of Professional Land Surveyors (NDSPLS} encourages that all utility corridor easements
within the State of North Dakota be "Strip Easements"” not "Blanket Easements" for all utilities, such as, but not

limited to, overhead and underground electrical lines and water, oil and gas pipelines.

Blanket type easements create needless servitudes, or non-appurtenant restrictions on the Grantor’s use of real
property over aliquot parts of a section where a strip easement would satisfy the easement need of the Grantee.

ND State Department of Trust Lands and Federal Lands do not allow for the use of blanket easements on their land
holdings. Furthermore, practicing professional land surveyors follow these guidelines:

The State of North Dakota already has requirements codified for licensed Land Surveyors to follow under
North Dakota Century Code (NDCC) 47-05-02.1.

Land Surveyors are bound by North Dakota Administrative Code (NDAC) 28-02.1-13-01: Survey
Requirements for preparation of legal descriptions and conveyance of property.

Land Surveyars are-bound by the North Dakota Attorney General Opinion 2017-1-03, dated May 12,
2017, indicating that pursuant to NDCC 43-19.1-30, the items which need to be included as exhibits
relevant to documents or attachments, as well as when they are the main documents being recorded.
These documents must include the signature and seal of 2 North Dakota registered professional land
surveyor, even if the document is part of an exhibit or an attachment to the easement.

NDSPLS encourages the use of the North Dakota State Plane Coordinate System, per NDCC 47-20.2, as
the base coordinate system used for a universal survey mapping system.

We are requesting the Public Service Commission to review all aspects of all utility easements and to ensure that all
current laws and rules for easements in North Dakota are followed as part of the review and permit process,
Respectfully submitted,

North Dakota Society of Professional Land Surveyors

Enclosures: NDCC 47-05-02.1, Administrative Code Chapter 28-02.1-13-01, ND AG Opinion 2017-1-3,
NDCC 43-18.1-30, NDCC 47-20.1 and NDCC 47-20.2

47-05

-02.1. Requirements of easements, servitudes, or nonappurtenant restrictions

on the use of real property.
Real property easements, servitudes, or any nonappurtenant restrictions on the use of real

prope

rty, which become binding after July 1, 1977, shall be subject to the requirements of this

section. These requirements are deemed a part of any agreement for such interests in real

prope:
1.

rty whether or not printed in a document of agreement.
The area of land covered by the easement, servitude, or nonappurtenant restriction on
the use of real property shall be properly described and shall set out the area of land
covered by the interest in real property.

The duration of the easement, servitude, or nonappurtenant restriction on the use of
real property must be specifically set out, and in no case may the duration of any
interest in real property regulated by this section exceed ninety-nine years. The
duration of an easement for a waterfow! production area acquired by the federal
government, and consented to by the governor or the appropriate state agency after
July 1, 1985, may not exceed fifty years. A waterfowl production area easement that
exceeds fifty years or which purports to be perpetual may be extended by negotiation
between the owner of the easement and the owner of the servient tenement. A
waterfow! preduction area easement that exceeds fifty years or which purports to be
permanent and is not extended by negotiation is void. The duration of a wetlands
Teserve program easement acquired by the federal government pursuant to the Food,
Agriculture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 after July 1, 1991, may not excead
thirty years,

No increase in the area of real property subject to the easement, servitude, of
nonappurtenant restriction shall be made except by negotiation between the owner of
the easement, servitude, or nonappurtenant restriction and the owner of the servient
tenement.

3]



CHAPTER 28-02.1-13
DOCUMENTS USED TO CONVEY REAL PROPERTY OR ANY INTEREST THEREIN

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA

OFFICE OF ATTORNEY GENERAL
STATE CAPITOL
600 £ BOULEVARD AVE DEFT 125

Section BISMARCK, ND 585050040
28-02.1-13-01 Survey Requirements for Preparation of Legal Descriptions and Conveyance of Viagne mjgm "”“""“‘231&,_35“;‘;‘3,1’ feezazs
Property ATTORNEY GENERAL
LETTER OPFINION
28-02.1-13-01. Survey requirements for preparation of fegal descriptions and conveyance of 2017-L-03
property.
May 12, 2017

Any registrant preparing a description, including without limitation a legal, property, or boundary
description for, or assisting in the filing of, a document that will, or may, be used to convey or acquire
real property or any interest therein, other than easements, including without limitation an auditor's plat,
outlot, deed, or conveyance of rights of way, must conduct a survey of the property being conveyed and
comply with all the requirements related thereto contained in North Dakota Century Code sections
40-50.1-01 and 40-50.1-02.

Preliminary descriptions and documents used for negotiations for real property, interests in real
property, rights of way, and easements are not subject to the requirements of this chapter; however, alt
such preliminary documents must bear a statement that the document is preliminary, it does not
represent a complete boundary survey, and the document is not intended for construction, recording, or
implementation. The statement must appear prominently on the face of the preliminary document.
Descriptions prepared by a registrant which are, or may be used to acquire or convey rights of way
in which possession of title is obtained may be prepared without the setting of all exterior monuments if
all four of the following requirements are met

1. The rights of way are retraceable by using established monuments;

2. Exterior monuments are set wherever there is a change of width to the rights of way;

3. Exterior monuments are set wherever there is a change in direction of the rights of way other

than changes of direction at section comers; and

4. Monuments are set at intersections of rights of way with section lines or section line rights of

way.

Descriptions prepared by a registrant which are, or may be used to acquire or convey easements
having a term of five years or more must be refraceable in each section of land over which the
easement crosses by using established subdivision or public land survey system monuments existing
or placed at the time of the easement conveyance.

History: Eifective October 1, 2004; amended effective July 1, 2009; October 1, 2021.
General Authority: NDCC 43-19.1-08

Law Implemented: NDCC 43-19.1-01, 43-19.1-08

1

Mr. Roger Kluck, President

State Board of Registration for Professional
Engineers and Land Surveyors

PO Box 1357

Bismarck, ND 58502-1357

Dear Mr. Kluck:

Thank you for your letter ting an Attomey s opinien on whether N.D.C.C.
§43-18.1-30 makes it unlzwful for a county recorder to file or record any map, plat, survay,
or cther document within the definition of land surveying, if the document does nol include
the persanal signalure and seal of a registered professional land suneyor who prepared it
even if the map, plat, survey, or olher document is filed or recorded as an exhiba or
attachment to anolher document being filed or resorded.

ANALYSIS
Section 43-19.1-30, N.D.C.C,, provides:

43-19.4-30. Duties of recorder. It is unlawtul for the recorder of any
county or any county or any proper pubfic autharity to file o record any map,
plat, survey, or other document within the definition of land sunveying which
does not have impressed thereon and affixed thereto the personal signature
and seal of a registered professional fand surveyor by whom the map, plat,
survey, or other decument was prepared. '

This law was originally passed by the Legisiature in 19672 Only minor changes have
been made to the law since then

"N.D.C.C. § 43-19,1-30,
: Se= 1967 N.D. Sess. Laws ch. 352, 30.
“Register of deeds” was changed to “recordar” in 2001 (s¢e 2001 N.D. Sess. Laws

ch. 120, § 1) and the word “professional” was added in 2000 9 N
e By (see 2009 N.D. Sess. Laws




LETTER OPINION 2017-L-03
May 12, 2017
Page 2

Recanlly, perhaps as the result of increased ofl activity in the state, the North Dakota State
Board of Registration for Professional Engineers and Land Surveyors became aware that
some plats hava been recorded. even though they did nol inciude the signature and seal
of a registered professional kand surveyar, Someo‘rmesemignednndumasiedsumy
Pplats were to as exhibits, with the plats providing land deseriptions for
the land covered by the casements.

?hquardtookﬂsmmloHﬁeMthmamyRmdarsAWn
(Assocation). The resp indicated that the Association felt N.D.C.C. § 43-19.1-30 did
not agply to a map, plat, survey, or other land surveying document if it was filed or
fecomed as an exhibit o attachment lo another document. The issue, therefore, is
whether N.D.C.C. §43-18,1-30 applies to the relevant documents when they are exhibits
or attachments, a3 well as when thay are the main documents being filed.

The plain language of ND.C.C. §43-19.1-30 states that it applies to “any map, plat,
wmy.mmdmnlwﬂhhmedeﬁrﬁﬁqnoﬂmdsuvewng.‘ There is nothing to
sngg:sl that it applies enly to the main document that is being filed and not to exhibits or
attachments.

Therefore, it is my opinion that pursuant to N.D.C.C. § 43-19.1-30, = county recorder may
not filz or record & land surveying d uniess i includes the 1 i and
. v i

seal of 5 regi P nd eyor, even if the document is just part of an
exhitit or attachment, -
S,

Sincarely,

il Ak

m&;

Wayne j

Attomey General

This opinion is issued pursuant to ND.C.C. § 54-12-01. It govems the actions of public
officials until such time as the question presented is decided by the courts.*

* See State ex rel. Johnson v. Baker, 21 NW.2d 355 (N.D. 1946).

North Dakota State Board of Registration for
Prof i 1 Engil s and Land Surveyors

Frofessiomais At Work
June 8, 2016

Office of Attorney General

Attention: Liz Brocker

600 E. Boulevard Avenue, Dept. 125
Bismarck, ND 58505

This request for an Attomey General opinion is made by the North Dakots
State Board of Regs of Professional Engineers and Land Surveyors
(the *Board”). The Board is a state agency, whose members are
ippointed by the G or, established to p the public welfare by
regulation of the practice of engineering and land surveying in the State of
North Dakets. The Board requests an opinion that section 43-18.1-30,
N.D.C.C., makes it unlawful for 3 recorder to file or record any map, plat,
survay, or other documents within the definition of land surveying, if the
document does not include the personal signature and seal of a registered
professional land surveyar who prepared it, whether the map, plat, survey
or other decument within the definition of land surveying is filed alone or
as an exhibit or attachment to ancther document being filed and recorded.

That statute reads as follows:

43-19.1-30. Duties of recorder.

It is untawiul for the recorder of any county or any county or any proper
public authority to file or record any map, plat, survey, or other document
walhin the definition of land surveying which does not have imprassed
thereon and affixed thereto the personal signature and seal of a registared
professi land yor by whom the map, plat, survey, or other

The Board believes; the plain language of the statute makes it the duty of
3 der 1o require the signature and seal of a registered professional
land surveyor on “any map, plat, survey or other document within the
definition of fand surveying” (emphasis added) that are filed or recorded.
There is no exception ldr maps, plats, surveys or other survey documents
just because they are filed in combination with other documents, The
Board belisves “Any” means any, whether filed alone or with other
documents.

723 West Memortal Highway = F.0. Box 1357 « Bismarck, ND 58502-1357
701-258-0786 * FAX 701-258-7471 = wiww.ndpeishoard org
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The Board has been made aware of al leasl some plats that have been
recorded, despite Ihe fact they did nol include the signature and seal of 2
registered professional tand surveyor, as required by N.D.C.C. § 43-19.1-
30. These included gned and led survey plats attached to
easements as exhibits, which plals provided the land descripli for the
land covered by the easements,

As a resull of this issue being brought to the attention of the Board, the
Executive Direcior of the Board raised this issue with the North Dakota
County Recorder Association. The response from the Norh Dakota
County Recorder Association was that N.D.C.C. § 43-18.1-30 did not
apply to a map, plat, survey or other land surveying document if it was.
filed or recorded as an atlachment or exhibit 1o another document.
Aftached is 2 copy of an email from Cyndy Kolle Gustafson, as President
of the Nerth Dakots Counly Recorder Association noting the difference In
position and suggesling that the Board seek an Attomey General Opinion.

A document is “filed or recorded” whether it is filed by itself, or @5 an
exhibit of another document being filed or recorded (e.g. an sasement,
deed, etc,). There is no basis for an exception to N.D.C.C. § 43-12.1-30,
for a map, piat, survey or other land surveying document, simply because
it is attached fo ther de The public policy reason to require
this certification by a registered professional land surveyor is as imporant
for a map, survey or plat that is filed as an exhibit to another document, as
itis for 2 map, survey or plal filed alone. The reason for this requirement
is to protect the public from a document that has nol been prepared in

with the standard: tablished by the Board and {aw for such
work; and to identify for the public who performed the relevant werk, and
when the decument was prepared.

N.D.C.C. § 43-19.1-30 is consistent with N.D.C.C. § 43-18.1-21, which
requires final maps, plats, or othar documents prepared by a registered
land surveyor 1o be signed, dated, and stamped. N.D.C.C. § 43.19.1-21
further provides that an unfinished d t must i a

that it is not for recording purposes. Allowing an unsigned, and unsealed,
map, plal, survey or other land surveying document lo be atached as an
exhibit lo ancther documenl, and then recorded, would allow surveyors,
and others, to ci t the statutory requi of ND.C.C. § 43-
19.9-21.

Page 3

We request an opinion as to whether the signature and seal of a
registered professional land surveyor is required on any map, plal, survey
or.other document within the definition of land surveying that is filad or
recorded with a county recerder, as stated in plain language of NDCC 43-
19.1-30, whether filed or ded individually or in combination with, or as
an exhibil to, other documents.

NDPELS




CHAPTER 47-20.1
SURVEY AND CORNER RECORDATION ACT

47-20.1-01. Purpose.

It is the purpose of this chapter to protect and perpetuate public land survey corners and
information concerning the location of such corners by requiring the systematic establishment of
monuments and recording of information concerning the marking of the location of such public
land survey comers and to allow the systematic location of other property corners, thereby
providing for property security and a coherent system of property location and identification of
ownerships, and thereby eliminating the repeated necessity for re-establishment and relocations
of such corners where once they were established and located, and, to authorize any registered
land surveyor to locate, erect, maintain, record and perpetuate landmarks, monuments, section
corners, quarter comers, meander lines or boundary lines heretofore or hereafter established.

47-20.1-02. Definitions.

Except where the context indicates a different meaning, terms used in this chapter shall be

defined as follows:

1. "Accessory corner’ means any exclusively identifiable physical object whose spatial
relationship to the corner is recorded. Accessories may be bearing trees, bearing
objects, monuments, reference monuments, line trees, pits, mounds, charcoal filled
bottles, steel or wooden stakes or other objects.

2.  "Corner", unless otherwise qualified, means a property comer, or a property controlling
comer, or a public land survey comer, or any combination of these.

3.  "Monument" means an accessory that is presumed to occupy the exact position of a
corner.

4. "Practice of land surveying" has the same meaning as in section 43-19.1-02.

5. "Property controlling corner” means a public land survey comer, or any property
corner, which does not lie on a property line of the property in question, but which
controls the location of one or more of the property comers of the property in question.

6. "Property comer” means a geographic point on the surface of the earth, and is on, a
part of, and controls a property line.

7. "Public land survey corner" means any comner actually established and monumented in
an original survey or resurvey used as a basis of legal description for issuing a patent
for land to a private person from the United States govermment.

8. "Reference monument” means a special monument that does not occupy the same
geographical position as the comer itself, but whose spatial relationship to the cormer
is recorded, and which serves to witness the corner.

9. "Registered land surveyor” means a surveyor who is registered to practice land
surveying under chapter 43-18.1 regulating the registration and practice of
professional engineering and land surveyors, or who is authorized under said chapter
to practice land surveying as defined herein.

47-20.1-03. Filing of corner record required.

A surveyor shall complete, sign, stamp with the surveyor’s seal and file with the recorder of
the county where the corner is situated a written record of corner establishment or restoration to
be known as a "corner record" for every public land survey comer and accessory to such comer
which is established, re-established, monumented, remonumented, restored, rehabilitated,
perpetuated, or used as control in any survey by such surveyor, and within ninety days
thereafter, unless the comer and its accessories are substantially as described in an existing
corner record filed in accord with the provisions of this chapter.

47-20.1-04. Filing permitted as to any property comner.
A registered land surveyor may file such comer record as to any property comer, property
controlling comer, reference monument, or accessory to a corner.
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47-20.1-05. Form to be prescribed by board.

The state board of registration for professional engineers and land surveyors provided for in
chapter 43-19.1 shall by regulation provide and prescribe the information which shall be
necessary to be included in the corner record. The board shall prescribe the form in which such
corner record shall be presented and filed.

47-20.1-06. Recorder to receive, file, and cross-index.

1. The recorder of the county containing the corner shall receive the completed corner
record and preserve it in a hardbound book. The books shall be numbered in
numerical order as filled.

2. The recorder shall number the forms in numerical order as they are filed.

3. The book and page number in which the said comer record is filed shall be placed by
the recorder near that same corner on a cross-index plat which the recorder shall
provide for such purpose.

4. The recorder shall make these records available for public inspection during all usual
office hours.

47-20.1-07. Official corner record.

When such a comer described herein has been established and filed, that comer record
shall be the official record and shall be made available to all state and federal government
agencies without cost; however, the recorder may charge a reasonable fee for fumishing
certified copies of the official record to all other persons.

47-20.1-08. Recorder may charge filing fee.
The recorder of a county may charge a filing fee as provided by section 11-18-05 for the
filing of each corner record as defined in section 47-20.1-02.

47-20.1-09. Surveyor must rehabilitate monuments.

In every case where a comner record of a public land survey corner is required to be filed
under the provisions of this chapter, the surveyor must reconstruct or rehabilitate the monument
of such cormer and accessories to such cormner, so that the same shall be left by him in such
physical condition that it remains as permanent a monument as is reasonably possible and so
that the same may be reasonably expected to be located with facility at all times in the future.

47-20.1-10. Minimum corner requirements.

The registered land surveyor establishing or rehabilitating corner markers shall place as a
minimum acceptable marker, a durable ferromagnetic monument not less than eighteen inches
[45.72 centimeters] in length and not less than one-half inch [12.7 millimeters] in sectional
dimension driven to a survey elevation depth to which is affixed a cap bearing the center point
and the registered land surveyor’s certificate number firmly impressed thereon.

47-20.4-11. Comer records to be certified.
No comer record shall be filed unless the same is signed by a registered land surveyor and
stamped with the surveyor's seal.

47-20.1-12. Disturbance of survey corners - Penalty.

No United States government survey comer nor any comer established by any registered
land surveyor, monumented as herein prescribed, shall be disturbed, removed, or in any
manner changed by any person in the prosecution of any public or private work. Whoever shall
violate any of the provisions of this section shall be guilty of an infraction.

47-20.1-13. Short title.
This chapter may be cited as the Survey and Corner Recordation Act of North Dakota.
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o :mdxiﬂmm 43-19.1-30. Duties of recorder.

;‘:u‘m-' RE: Arms v"dte!j by Mr. Little |
::‘"“""* E"W"ﬂé“ — It is unlawiful for the recorder of any county or any county or any pfoper_public authority tq
file or record any map, plat, survey, or other document within the definition of land surveying
=l which does not have impressed thereon and affixed thereto the personal signature and seal of a
This list is ust fine. Thank you for the information foday. registered professional land surveyor by whom the map, plat, survey, or other document was
prepared.

It was interesting to hear the different interpretation of NDCC 43-19,1-30. As
I stated inour telephane conversation, we racorders feel we are in compliance
with this century code. I'm wondering if you have considered seeking an AG
Opinion? This might be something to bring before your board.

Again, thank you for all your information. T will send you information about our
2016 convention after the first of the year.

?%?’/”’_/7-, }'}1% f'_é?l-/r/ brne

Cyndy J Kolle Gustafsan
Nerth Dakora County Recorder Association President
Richland County Recorder

418 2 ave N

Wahpeton, North Dekota 58075

7016427802

70L€42.7820 fax

We are providing this infirmatisn urder the open record laws and da rot quarantee ifs sufficiency. Thus office takes
1 responsibility for accursey, arrors or omissions of documents,

e -
W oj(g o




CHAPTER 47-20.2
PLANE COORDINATES

47-20.2-01. North Dakota coordinate system zones defined.

The systems of plane coordinates which have been established by the national oceanic and
atmospheric administration national ocean survey/national geodetic survey or its successors for
defining and stating the geographic positions or locations of points on the surface of the earth
within this state are, as of July 1, 1989, to be known and designated as the North Dakota
coordinate systemn of 1927 and the North Dakota coordinate system of 1883. For the purpose of
the use of these systems, the state is divided into 2 norih zone and a south zone:

1. The area now included in the following counties constitutes the north zone: Divide,
Williarns, McKenzie, Mountrail, Burke, Renville, Ward, McLean, Bottineau, McHenry,
Sheridan, Pierce, Roleite, Towner, Benson, Wells, Foster, Eddy. Ramsey, Cavalier,
Pembina, Walsh, Nelson, Grand Forks, Griggs, Steele, Traill.

2. The area now included in the following counties constitutes the south zone: Dunn,
Golden Valley, Slope, Bowman, Adams, Hettinger, Stark, Mercer, Oliver, Morton,
Granl, Sioux, Emmons, Burleigh, Kidder, Logan, Mcintosh, Stutsman, Bames,
LaMoure, Dickey, Cass, Ransom, Sargent, Richland.

47-20.2-02. North Dakota coordinate system names defined.

As established for use in the north zone, the North Dakota coordinate system of 1927 or the
North Dakota coordinate system of 1983 is named, and in any land description in which it is
used it must be designated the North Dakota coordinate system of 1927, north zone, or the
North Dakota coordinate system of 1983, north zone, As established for use in the south zone,
the North Dakota coordinate system of 1927 or the North Dakota coordinate system of 1883 is
named, and in any land description in which it is used it must be designated the Narth Dakata
coordinate system of 1827, south zone, or the North Dakota coordinate system of 1983, south
zone.

47-20.2-03. North Dakota coordinate system defined.

The plane coordinate values for 2 point on the earth's surface, used in expressing the
geographic position or location of such point in the appropriate zone of this system, shall consist
of two distances, expressed in United States survey feet [meters] and decimals of a foot [mieter]
when using the North Dakota coordinate system of 1927. One of these distances, to be known
as the X-coordinate, shall give the position in an east-west direction; the other, to be known as
the Y-coordinate, shall give the position in 2 north-south direction. These coordinates shall be
made to depend upon and conform 1o plane rectangular coordinate values for the menumented
points of the North American horizontal geodetic control network as published by the national
ocean survey/national geodetic survey, or ils successors, and the plane coordinates which have
been computed on the sysiems defined in this chapter. Any such station may be used for
establishing a survey connection to either North Dakota coordinate system. For the purposes of
converting coordinates of the North Dakota coardinate system of 1983 from meters to feet, the
international survey fool must be used. The conversion factor is: one foot equals 0.3048 meter
exactly.

47-20.2-04. Federal and state coordinate description same tract - Federal precedence.

Whenever coordinates based on the North Dakota coordinate system are used to describe
any tract of land which in the same document is also described by reference to any subdivision,
line, or comer of the United States public land surveys, the description by coordinates must be
construed as supplemental to the basic description of each subdivision, line, or comer contained
in the official plats and field notes filed of record, and, in the event of any conflict, the description
by reference to the subdivision, line, or corner of the United States public land surveys prevails
over the description by coordinates, unless the coordinates are upheld by adjudication, at which
lime the coordinale description will prevail. This chapter does not require any purchaser or
mortgagee lo rely on a description, any part of which depends exclusively upon the North
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Dakota coordinate system, unless the description has been adjudicated as provided in this
section.

47-20.2-05. North Dakota coordinate system origins defined.

1. For the purposes of mare precisely defining the North Dakota coordinate system of
1927, the following definitions by the United States coast and geodetic survey are
adopled:
a.  The North Dakota coordinate system of 1927, north zone, is a Lambert conformal

conic projection of the Clarke spheroid of 18686, having standard parallels at north
latitudes, forty-seven degrees twenty-six minutes and forty-eight degrees
forty-four minutes along which parallels the scale shall be exact. The origin of
coordinates is at the intersection of the meridian one hundred degrees thirty
minules west of Greenwich and the paraliel forty-seven degrees zero minutes
north latitude. This origin is given the coordinates: x = 2,000,000 feel [609.6
kilometers], and y = 0 feet [0 kilometers],

b.  The North Dakota coordinate system of 1927, south zone, is a Lambert conformal
conic projection of the Clarke spheroid of 1866, having standard paralleis at north
latitudes forty-six degrees eleven minutes and forty-seven degrees twenty-nine
minutes along which parallels the scale shall be exact. The origin of coordinates
is at the intersection of the meridian one hundred degrees thirty minutes west of
Greenwich and the parallel forty-five degrees forty minutes north latitude. This
origin is given the coordinates: x = 2,000,000 feet [609.6 kilometers], and y = 0
feet [0 kilometers].

2. For the purposes of more precisely defining the North Dakata coordinate system of
1983, the following definition by the national ocean survey/natianal geodetic survey is
adopled:

a. The North Dakota coordinate system of 1983, north zone, is a Lambert conformal
conic projection of the North American datum of 1983, having standard parailels
al north latitude of forty-seven degrees twenty-six minules and forty-eight
degrees forty-four minutes alang which parallels the scale shall be exacl. The
origin of coordinates is at the intersection of the meridian one hundred degrees
thirty minutes west of Greenwich and the parallel forty-seven degrees zero
minutes north latitude. This origin is given the coordinates: x = 600,000.0000
meters, and y = 00.0000 metars,

b.  The North Dakota coordinate system of 1983, south zone, is a Lambert conformal
conic projection of the North American datum of 1983, having standard parallels
at north latitude of forty-six degrees eleven minutes and forty-seven degrees
twenty-nine minutes along which parallels the scale shall be exact. The origin of
coordinates is at the intersection of the merdian one hundred degrees thirty
minules west of Greenwich and the parallel forty-five degrees forty minutes narth
latitude. This origin is given the coordinates: x = 600,000.0000 meters, and y=
00.0000 meters,

47-20.2-06. North Dakota coordinate system - Use of term.

The use of the North Dakota coordinate system of 1927 north zone or south zone or the
North Dakota coordinate system of 1983 north zone or south zone on any map, report of survey,
ar other document must be limited to coordinales based on the Morth Dakota cocrdinate
systems as defined in this chapter. The map, report, or document must include a statement
describing the standard of accuracy, as defined by the national ocean survey/national geodetic
survey, maintained in developing the coordinates shown therein. The coordinates must be
established in conformily with lhese standards:

1. No coordinates based on the North Dakota coordinate system, purporiing {o define the
position of a point on a land boundary, may be presented to be recorded in any public
records or deed records unless the point is connected to a triangulation or traverse
station established in conformity with the standards prescribed in this chapter.

Page No. 2
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2. Coordinate values used in land descriptions under this section must be certified by a
duly registered land surveyor under the laws of this state.

47-20.2-07. Use of the term North Dakota coordinate system - Limitation.
Repealed by S.L. 1989, ch. 555, § 7.

47-20.2-08. Federal and state coordinates describing same tracts - Federal
precedence.
Repealed by S.L. 1989, ch. 555, § 7.

47-20.2-09. Reliance on description of North Dakota coordinate system.
Repealed by S.L. 1989, ch. 555, § 7.

Page No. 3



NORTH

DOkO.I.G ’ Mineral Resources

Be Legendary.”

March 3, 2023

Victor Schock

Director, Public Utilities Division

Narth Dakota Public Service Commission
600 E Boulevard Ave, Dept 408
Bismarck, ND 58505-0480

RE: PSC Case No. PU-22-391 Notice of Filings and Public Hearing

Mr. Schaock:

As per my email of February 2, section 8.2.4 in Summit Carbon Solutions’ Consolidated Application for o
Certificate of Corridor Compatibility and Route Permit (SCS-O?OO-ENV—OS-PE—DDS-A} cites a generic US
Geological Survey publication regarding landslides in North Dakota {Jones et al., 2019, USGS Landslide
Hazard Inventory), but does not cite any of the ND Geological Survey’s landslide maps. These 1,464
detailed (1:24,000 scale) landslide maps cover all of North Dakota and were compiled by interpreting
LiDAR and recent aerial imagery.

Since it is not clear that these landslide maps were utilized for this project, and time is of the essence, |
asked our surface geologists to tompare the shapefiles of our landslide layer with the pipeline route
shapefiles that our paleontology section acquired in the fall of 2022 The attached table lists 14 possible
landslide pipeline route intercepts and three nearby landslides, The three nearby landslides (15-17) have
scarps that are projected to advance towards the Pipeline route in the future. Each of these 17 localities
should be evaluated to determine whether or not they pose a potential future risk to the pipeline.

Please contact me if you have any questions on our review.

Sincerely,

/
N~

-

Edward €. Murpli
State Geologist

Attachment: Route Review Findings

64 PU-22-391 Filed 03/03/2023 Pages: 2
Agency Correspondence
North Dakota Mineral Resources - Geological Survey
Edward Murphy

600 E Boulevard Ave - Dept 405 | Bismarck, ND 58505-0840 | prone: 701-328-8000 | Fax: 701-328-8010 | dmr.nd.gov/ndgs



NORTH

DOkOTO l Mineral Resources

Be legendary.”

March 3, 2023

Victor Schock

Director, Public Utilities Division

North Dakota Public Service Commission
600 E Boulevard Ave, Dept 408
Bismarck, ND 58505-0480

RE: PSC Case No. PU-22-391 Notice of Filings and Public Hearing

Mr. Schock:

As per my email of February 2, section 8.2.4 in Summit Carbon Solutions’ Consolidated Application fora
Certificate of Corridor Compatibility and Route Permit (SCS~0700-ENV—05-PE~008—A) cites a generic US
Geological Survey publication regarding landslides in North Dakota (Jones et al., 2019, USGS Landslide
Hazard Inventory), but does not cite any of the ND Geological Survey’s landslide maps. These 1,464
detailed (1:24,000 scale) landslide maps cover all of North Dakota and were compiled by interpreting
LiDAR and recent aerial imagery.

Since it is not clear that these landslide maps were utilized for this project, and time is of the essence, |
asked our surface geologists to compare the shapefiles of our landslide layer with the pipeline route
shapefiles that our paleontology section acquired in the fall of 2022, The attached table lists 14 possible
landslide pipeline route intercepts and three nearby landslides. The three nearby landslides (15-17) have
scarps that are projected to advance towards the Pipeline route in the future. Each of these 17 localities
should be evaluated to determine whether or not they pose a potential future risk to the pipeline.

Please contact me if you have any questions on our review.

Sincerely,

B

Edward C. Murph
State Geologist

Attachment: Route Review Findings

64 PU-22-391 Filed 03/03/2023 Pages: 2
Agency Correspondence
North Dakota Mineral Resources - Geological Swrvey
Edward Murphy

600 E Boulevard Ave — Dept 405 | Bismarck, ND 58505-0840 | Prone: 701-328-8000 | Fax: 701-328-8010 | dmr.nd,gov/ndgs
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0f NORTH DAKOTA

March 1, 2023

Public Service Commission
600 E Boulevard Ave
Bismarck ND 58505-0480

ND SHPO Ref: 21-6089, Summit Carbon Midwest Carbon Express, PU-22-391 in portions of
Burleigh, Cass, Dickey, Emmons, Logan, Mcintosh, Morton, Oliver, Richland, and Sargent
Counties, North Dakota

Dear Commissioners,

The archeological survey report we received regarding SCS Carbon Transport LLC's proposed
Midwest Carbon Express CO2 Pipeline Project (Case No. PU-22-391) does not meet the
standards and we have not yet received a revised report addressing our concerns, We have also
been advised by both the company and a member of the public that the proposed route sent in
with the siting application differs from the area submitted to us for review. We have not
received details regarding those differences or a survey report.

Due to the inadequate information, we are unable to assess the effect on historic and
archaeological sites. We recommend no permit be issued until the effects of this proposed
project on historic and archaeological sites can be considered.

If you have any questions, please contact either Andrew Robinson, State Archeologist at (701)
328-3575 or andrewrobinson@nd.gov or Lorna Meidinger, Lead Historic Preservation Specialist
at (701) 328-2089 or |Ibmeidinger@nd.gov.

Sincerely,
- . I’I ~
Ay Tayd N
S i, / o TN
AT . i ) =
[

o= William D, Peterson, PhD 8
Director, State Historical Society of North Dakota 00
61 PU-22-391 Filed: 3/2/2023 Pages: 1 Lo

Agency Correspondence

State Historical Society of North Dakota (SHPO)
William Peterson, Director
North Dakota Heritage Center & State Museum

612 East Boulevard Avenue 701.328.2666 history.nd.gov
Bismarck, ND 58505-0830 histsoc@nd.gov statemuseum.nd.gov
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To date, the company has signed agreerfients with'more than 450'Narth Dakotastandowniersy with more
being secured each day.

This significant progress is due not only to the Summit’s efforts, but local North Dakota stakeholder
groups across our agriculture and energy sectors. We’re working together to communicate how Summit’s
multi-billion-dollar infrastructure investment will open new economic opportunities for ethano]
producers, strengthen the agricultural marketplace for corn growers, and generate tens of millions of
d}l lars in new property tax revenues that will help local communities support critical priorities like our
schools, We lqok forward to continuing to advance our roject in the weeks and months to come.
Pelal Jl(jO i’nx S Joi /Ogﬁplﬂ-'ﬁ’f My (p,‘ & (oyre awhidcsn
The Facts
Opponents of modern agriculture and traditional energy have mobilized and are activating landowners
against the project, using'misinformation toineite Jandowners,around. property rightss Some suggest that
landowners have been unfairly and.intentionally-undercompensated. They claim that liability for the
pipeline, CO2, and safety will fall on the landowners, and consequently insurance com panies will refuse
to insure them. Others suggest the drain tile will cease to function after the pipeline’s construction or that
it will hinder drain tile installation. @ﬁpbnient-s:alsmsuggests:_sa{el.y:uis atrisk-and potential pipeline leaks,
willkillpeopleand-animals=We don’t believe their motives are pure. All these fear tactics aim to
<eliminate the future of moglern agriculturg, biofuels, and fossil fuel development.
Shew s Yot /g}umqﬁ 11-&-,?-;1
We know the opposite is true. Summit Carbon Solutions is offering fair, above-market com pensation for

ST S, openation-of the pipeline, except nal.acts.and negl Jandow Isurance companies
) . hag.t,a.-va-l-idatedeui?-ﬂ_fﬁ@xgs. Summit Carbon Solutions has provided life of project w rranty for drain tile

within the right of way. We have processed more than 1,400 route variances to accommodate landowner
requests or avoid sensitive areas in response to similar concerns. Finally, CO2 pipelines are safe. Carbon
capture technology is currently in use at more than 40 ethanol plants across the United States. In fact,
commercial scale capture and compression has been in use since the 1990s. There are more than 5,000
miles of CO2 pipelines in the US today that have been operating for decades without a single fatality.
Sequestration been researched for years and supported by a wide range of stakeholders across the political
spectrum at the federal and state level, along with engineers and scientists,

2% ND Constitution, Article 1:

0 /
adL:ir: Section 16. Private property shall not be taken or damaged for

driv. public use........

X For purposes of this section, a public use or a public purpose

com does not include public benefits of economic development,
including an increase in tax base, tax revenues, employment, or
general economic health. Private property shall not be taken for
1w the use of, or ownership by, any private individual or entity, unless
that property is necessary for conducting a common carrier or
utility business.

Wac. ... ...,
Executive Vice President, North Dakota
Summit Carbon Solutions

Plez
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SOLUTIONS

August 29, 2022

Dear North Dakota Leader,

I’m writing to introduce you to Summit Carbon Solutions’(Summit) carbon capture, transportation, and
storage project and share the important milestones we have accomplished here in North Dakota. I've
included a summary of the project and several informational handouts in this packet. I hope you’ll take
some time o review the information and reach out with any questions you may have.

The Project :
admneml NV

12M tons @ 45Q $85/ton = >$1B/year revenue

Summit is partnering with more than 30ethanelplantsacyessdowa, Minnesota, Nebraska, South Dakota,
and North Dakota, to capture carbon dioxide, compress the captured CO2, and channel it to central North
Dakota where it will be permanently and safely stored underground in deep geologic storage locations.
Summit expects its roughly 2,000-mile system to be constructed in 2023 and move into operations in
2024 and anticipates capturing, transporting, and permanently storing 12 million tons of CO2 every year.

The goals of this $4.5 billion investment are to drive economic

growth and job creation across the

Midwest, improving our infrastructure and bolstering our state’s two most important industries:

agriculture and energy. ]J\OUJ( Epily [ v

A Carbon-Constrained Economy

We know the world is changing. Today, opponents of modern agriculture and traditional energy sources
are challenging the ethanol industry and fossil fuel-producing states by restricting access to markets. We
should reject these attacks. As ag and energy represent 70% of our state economy, we are dependent on
linear infrastructure for the movement of our commodities, from pipelines and electric transmission lines

to railroads and highways.

The pressures and demands for lower carbon food and fuel, including an aggressive challenge by our own
Governor to achieve carbon neutrality by 2030, present both risk and opportunity for North Dakota.
Assuming we.make the necessary-investmentsnow; our.own.ethanol plants will bewell positionedito
deliver-eleanfueltothese emerging imarketsthatpay.apiemivm, fonlowecarbonfuels, The innovative
spirit of our frontier state uniquely positions North Dakota to meet this demand and even thrive in a
carbon-constrained world. Decades of carbon capture, storage and utilization research led by EERC in

collaboration with industry and supported by the North Dakota

Legislature has positioned North Dakota

to thrive in a carbon constrained economy. It’s our charge to responsibly develop our energy, agricultural

and geologic resources into the future. g /-"l_c N éﬁtc, Bl —

Conodrdan Wit 1S 8 felf

Calidn S . (S doughfo Mech, /4“45/3 po wf) EF T ettano /

Qur Progress

Having initiated contact with landowners last August, we held landowner meetings across the project
footprint in October 2021 and February and April 2022, in more than a dozen North Dakota communities.
We’re proud to share we have secured voluntary participation for the following:

35% of pipeline right-of-way easements
95% of CO2 sequestration survey permission; and
80% of pore space leases

YVVY

70% of pipeline right-of-way survey permission — ﬂ} W L \"‘-5 fe g4 .5 /4c. ¢xSS P
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_- SUMMIT
\./ CARBON
V4 SOLUTIONS
August 3, 2021

via 1% Class Mail
BTM Family Partnership LLLP
c/o: Lester Bergh
15975 56th Street SE,
Kindred, ND 58051

RE: CO; Capture & Sequestration Pipeline Project
Dear Landowner:

The State of North Dakota has determined that geologic storage of carbon dioxide will help spur economic
growth in the state in the years to come. The geologic storage of carbon dioxide will create jobs, support
North Dakota businesses, and expand economic opportunities while also reducing greenhouse gas emissions.
Furthermore, sequestered carbon dioxide has commercial, industrial and agricultural uses, including
enhanced mineral recovery and crop production. In an effort to promote such interests, Summit Carbon
Solutions (Summit) (www.su mmitcarbonsolutions.com) has announced a pipeline project which will capture
carbon dioxide and permanently sequester it underground (Project).

The proposed pipeline route for the Project is depicted on the enclosed ma p, and public records indicate that
you are the record taxpayer of all or certain portions of such property. Please be advised that Summit and
its consultant, TRC Companies Inc., will be performing initial Project activities in the coming weeks and are
currently seeking your permission to conduct field evaluation activities on your property, including route
analysis, civil, environmental, geotechnical/soil testing, and archeological/cultural resource surveys to assess
the viability of the pipeline alignment (Surveys).

Prior to conducting the Surveys, we would like to arrange a meeting with you to address your questions and
concerns regarding the Project. Understanding that everyone has a different perspective on in-person

through telephone conversations, email, mail, or video conferencing such as Teams, Facetime or Zoom.
Should you agree to allow the ahove-mentioned Surveys nn vour property prior to our meeting, vou may
simply send an email confirmation of your intent to infnND[r‘ﬂsummitc_aﬂ;on.cgs_u, or you may sign the
attached Survey Access form, include your contact information, and take a picture of the form and text it to

(605) 252-3266 or email it to infoND@summitcarbon.com.

Thank you in advance for your support of this Project and Summit’s efforts to create sustainable energy
solutions for the citizens of North Dakota. If you have any immediate questions or concerns prior to our
meeting, you may contact Lee Ferguson toll free at (800) 948-1722 or at the phone number and e-mail

address set forth above.
Dafloto— And,, s
ENl Sehovaner 2

Erik Schovanec, Project Director

Enclosure(s):  Project Map, Survey Access Form
Tract #: ND-RI-324-072.000, ND-RI-324-074.000, ND-RI-324-076.000, ND-RI-324-077.000

1515 Burnt Boat Drive, Suite C - PMB 117 - Bismarck, ND 58503
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ily oppose er-‘nent domain for the Summit Caon

Solutions Pipeline wichin Richiand County, ND,

Petition summary and
background

Surnmit Carbon Solutions has been approaching landowners to sign easemeants for a Carbon Dloxide Pipeling. Landownars
are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been employed throughout the negotiation process. This pipeline poses health
and safety risks to both citizens and the enviroriment. Many lardownars are concerned about the prospect of Summit

Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this project.

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to pass a res
ervinent dormain for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

otution officially opposing
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon
Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Petition summary and Summit Carbon Solutions has been approaching landowners to sign easements for a Carbon Dioxide Pipeline. Landowners
background are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been employed throughout the negotiation process, This pipeline poses health
and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners are concerned about the prospect of Summit
Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this project.
Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to pass a resolution officially opposing
eminent domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.
Printed Name Signature Address Comment Date
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon 3
Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Petition summary and
background

Summit Carbon Solutions has been approaching landowners to si
are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been employed throu
and safety tisks to both citizens and the environment. Many land
Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this project.

gn easements for & Carbon Dioxide Pipeline. Landowners
ghout the negotiation process. This pipeline poses health
owners are concerned about the prospect of Summit

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who ur
eminent domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pi

ge our [eaders to act now to pass a resolution officially opposing
peline within Richland County, ND.

Printed Name

Signature

v

Address Comment Date
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon

Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Petition summary and

Summit Carbon Solutions has been ap

proaching landowners to sign easements for a Carbon Dioxide Pipeline. Landowners

background are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been employed throughout the negotiation process. This pipeline poses health
and safaty risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners are concerned about the prospect of Summit
Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this project.

Action petitioned for - We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to pass a resolution officially opposing

eminent domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Printed Name Signature Address Comment Date
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon >

Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Petition' summary and
background

Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this project.

Summit Carbon Solutions has been approaching landowners to sign easements for a Carbon Dioxide Pipeline. Landowners
are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been employed throughout the negotiation process, This pipeline poses health
and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners are concerned about the prospect of Summit

Action petitioned for

eminent domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND,

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to pass a resolution officially opposing

Printed Name

Address

Signature ‘ Comment Date
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon ©

Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Petition summary and
background

are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been em
and safety risks to both citizens and the environme
Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this project.

Summit Carbon Solutions has been approaching landowners to sign easements for a Carbon Dioxide Pipeline. Landowners
ployed throughout the negotiation process. This pipeline poses health
nt. Many landowners are concerned about the prospect of Summit

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to
eminent domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipelj

pass a resolution officially opposing
ne within Richland County, ND.

Printed Name Signature . Address ) ~ Comment Date
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon

Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Petition summary and
backgreund

Summit Carbon Solutions has been a
are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been em

pproaching landowners to sign easements for a Carbon Dioxide Pipeline. Landowners
ployed throughout the negotiation process, This pipeline poses health
and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners are concerned about the prospect of Summit

Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this project.

‘Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who ur
eminent domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pi

ge our leaders to act now to pass a resolution officially opposing
peline within Richland County, ND.
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon

Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Petition summary and
background

Summit Carbon Solutions has been approaching landowners to sign easements for a Carbon Dioxide Pipeline. Landowners
are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been employed throughout the negotiation process. This pipeline poses health
and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners are concerned about the prospect of Summit
Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this project,

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to pass a resolution officially opposing
eminent domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

A

Printed Name Signature Address Comment Date
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon

Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Petition summary and
| background

Summit Carbon Solutions has been approachin

g landowners to sign easements for a Carbon Dioxide Pipeline. Landowners
are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been employed throughout the negotiation process, This pipeline poses health
and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners are concerned about the prospect of Summit

Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this project.

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who ur
eminent domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pi

ge our leaders to act now to pass a resolution officially opposing
peline within Richland County, ND.

Printed Name Signature Address Comment Date
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon *°

Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Petition summary and Summit Carbon Solutions has been approaching landowners to sign easemenits for a Carbon Dioxide Pipeline. Landowners
background are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been employed throughout the negotiation process, This pipeline poses health
and safety risks to both citizens and the environment., Many landowners are concerned about the prospect of Summit
Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this project.

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to pass a resolution officially opposing
eminent domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Printed Name Signature _ Address Comment Date
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon

Solutions Pipeline within Richtand County, ND.

/1l

Petition summary and
background

Summit Carbon Solutions has been approaching landowners to sign easements for a Carbon Dioxide Pipeline. Landowners
are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been employed throughout the negotiation process. This pipeline poses health
and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners are concerned about the prospect of Summit

Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this project.

Action petitioned far

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to pass a resolution officially opposing

eminent domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Printed Name Signature Address Comment Date
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon '~

Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Petition summary and

backaround are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been employed throughout the negotiation process. This pipeline poses health
and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners are concerned about the prospect of Summit
Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this project.

Action petitioned for

Summit Carbon Solutions has been approaching landowners to sign easements for a Carbon Dioxide Pipeline. Landowners

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to pass a resolution officially opposing
eminent domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Printed Name

Signature Address Comment Date
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon / 3
Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Petition summary and - | Summit Carbon Solutions has been approaching landowners to sign easements for a Carbon Dioxide Pipeline. Landowners
background are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been employed throughout the negotiation process. This pipeline poses health

- and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners are concerned about the prospect of Summit
Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this project.

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to pass a resolution officially opposing
eminent domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Printed Name Signature Address Comment Date
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon ' i
Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Petition summary and | Summit Carbon Solutions has been approaching landowners to sign easements for a Carbon Dioxide Pipeline. Landowners
background are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been employed throughout the negotiation process. This_pipeline poses health
and safety risks to both citizens and the environment., Many landowners are concerned about the prospect of Summit

Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this project.
Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to pass a resolution officially opposing
eminent domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Pl;i nted Name Signature Address | Comment Date
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon '
Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Petition summary and
background -

Summit Carbon Solutions has been approaching landowners to sign easements for a Carbon Dioxide Pipeline. Landowners
are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been employed throughout the negotiation process, This pipeline poses health
and safety risks to both citizens and the environment., Many landowners are concerned about the prospect of Summit

Carbon sclutions seeking eminent domain for this project.

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to pass a resol
eminent domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

ution officially opposing

Printed Name Signature Address Comment Date
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon |0
Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Petition surimary and Summit Carbon Solutions has been approaching landowners to sign easements for a Carbon Dioxide Pipeline, Landowners
background are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been emplaved th raughout the negotiation process, This pipeling poses hesith
and safety risks to both cltizens and the envirariment, Many landowners are concerned sbout ths prospect of Summit
Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this project,

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, arg concerned ditizens who urge our leaders to act now to pags g resolution officially opposing
eminent domaln for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipelite within Richland County, WND.

Printed Name | Signature [ Address | Commaent Date
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon /

0 Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.
Petition summary and Summit Carbon Sofutions has been approaching landowners to sign easements for a Carbon Dioxide Pipeline. Landowners
background are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been employed throughout the negotiation process. This pipeline poses health

and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners are eoncerned about the prospect of Summit
Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this project,

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to pass a resolution officially opposing
eminent domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Printed Name Signature Address Comment Date
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Petition to: Formaliy oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon /3

Solutions Pipeline within Richiand County, ND,

Petition summary and
background

Surmmit Carbon Solutions has been approaching landowners to sign easements for a Carbon Dioxide Pipeline. Landowners
are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been employed thraughout the negotiation process. This pipeline poses health
and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Mary landowners are concerned about the prospect of Summit
Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this profect,

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to sct now to pags a resolution a%ﬁ!ly opposing
eminent domain for the Summit Carbon. Solutions Pipeline within Richiand County, ND.

Printed Name

Signature Address Comment Date
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon
solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND,
Petition summe;ry and Summit Carbon Solutions has been -approaching;-iandowners to sigh sasements for a Carbon Dioxide Pipelins‘;. Landowhers
background are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been employed thraughout the negotiation process, This pipeling poses health

and safety risks to both citizens and the environiment, Many landownars are cofcermned shout the prospect of Summit
Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this project,

Action petitioned far We, the undersigned, are corcerned ¢itizens who urge oUr leaders to act now o pass a resolution officially oppesing
amingnt domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline within Richland County, ND.

Printed Name Signature Address B Comnient | Date
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Petition summary
and background

project.

This pipeline poses health and safety risks to Both citizens and the environment. Many landowners
are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this

Action petitioned for

We,

the undersigned, are North Daketa Residents who urge the
Cou N7V COMAASSIINLES

Service Commission that
for the Summit Carben Solutions Pipeline,

Dubhsr _pouNTY

to pass a resolution and notify the North Dakota Public
is opposed to emlnent domain

Printed Name

Sighature

Slgnature Address

County of Residenca

Date

Landowner
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~etition to: Formally oppose eminant domain for the Summit Carbon
Solutions Pipe within _ Dicke) Counly N
Petition summary This pipeline poses health and safe t,/ risks to both citizens arid the environment, Many landowners
and background are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this
praject.
Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Residents who urge the
Clows NT/ Commiss. oo rs 10 pass a resolution and notify the Narth Dakota Public
Service Commission that Drasy L Cou 7-'/ is oppased to eminent domain
for the Summit Carbon Soiutlons Pipeline.
Frinted Name Signature Signature Address County of Residence Date Laridowner
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Patition summary

This pnpelme poses health and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners
and background

are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this
project.

We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Residents who urge the

Co Tl G AAAN 6_9 ‘o NMe2 S __ta pass a resolution and notify the North Dakota Public
Service Commission that OclosY CGorepa ?“,V N is opposed to eminent domain
for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline, ~

Action petitioned for

|0

Printed Namie Signature Sighature Address County of Residence Date Landowner
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Petition summary
and background

This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners
are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this

project.

Action petitioned for

We, the unders./gned are North DakoLa Residents who urge the

Crounl 7

COMA SS

foNg =S

to pass a resolution and notify the North Dakota Public

Service Comriission that

Y. (A‘.:.—/ Cies Nf?’

for the Summit Carbon Solutlons Pipeline,

is opposed to emlnent domain

p——y

Q.

Frinted Name

Signature

Signature Address

County of Resjdernce

Date Landowner
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Petition summary This pipeline poses health and safety risks to beth citizens and the environment. Many landowners
and background are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this
project,
Action petitioned for We, the underslgned North Dakota Residents who urge the
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Service Commission that [z Coond )/ is opposed to eminent domain
for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline. i
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atition summary This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners
and background are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this
project,
Action petitioned for We, the undersignad, are North Da!<ota Residents who urge the
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Pefition summary This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners
and background are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this

project.
Acticn petitioned for We, the underqigne are North Dakota Residents who urge the

Coun? Y (0 ANANSS ONLPS to pass a resolution and notify the North Dakota Public
Service Commission that J)ichsy ClOunll)f is opposed to eminent domain
for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline.
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon
Solutions Pipeline \ w’a‘ ; Dicley  Coonly NP
Petition summary This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners
and background are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this
project.
Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Re5|dents whao urge the
CDON / COMAMAL =S, oNa 2 S ass a resolutlon and notify the North Dakota Public
Service Commission that >.C Frcf‘”/ (“nuN?")P is oppased to eminent domain
for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline.
Frinted Name Signature Signature Addrass County of Residence Date Landowner
BeTTy Ra i | Dty flod/ | 8932 1004t S g pt| Dicke o 4187 “ew
iy ‘ A ] ;
LAVFENCE R fmw Redl [R032 16iSTSE  frenus ,z,cz/(ﬂ-% G182 80
2 f T AR d ~ . L - ° o P
Cela. d lsen G Ple~ |99 1758 SE forks D A@) Y- []- 24 {j,,@g___J
(o ow\'x (@Y T A) 3/'&)% (Ol Cf??c) 2210 e s & fodes| XD )l x o783 g
7 ‘ : o
JJA/;///A/ / 45 @/// ,u,»- Z/ / a4 V;//’ Z X ﬂ'ﬂ/lj‘—f, Forbes ﬁ’{’.-/(f/’;,//’ 7’5 s /1/2’4)
—— ) : . o : o _ ,
xm&% Tla Z 7@ halk ma% | (ot6 | T Eb Aue 2% Dick e HA A2 Yes
) T ijeT it . " £ . - .
//4V& I/ m” ////f?fi/// [//p/) //?7/ [ At S O e M L 2y N (KA v S
L 4 R ;
a0
A = Jdr -
Lellud. Shosdhy | w B 200 et s EleddeNDSpn, Do, [U-13-22] 4eS
. )9 V / SEYZ G = o
Nocole \<€,m'ﬁ“€ A z&%f O, 202 15 St A) E)lendale D Om\ku;j ) STARIEE 2
' . . oy ! ‘ Y
/I\QQ,a[/ﬂ G’Q)ﬁlﬂm \%«z&éé% /0() ,ﬁ)%@m (/C)'"/\'/{J—y )///Gy_ﬁ;)_ =y




Patition i

r H
HJt

TRy

to: u“s'!fa?*’ﬁ'ﬂe:}}ﬂg Y obpose &

B
g

Hutions §

0 "“Z;'“”-L’Hﬁﬁﬁta:;

éll}h

nen

=

€ @.{@a; ain for the

J 4

Swgumm \uuiflﬁ‘%g
=/ (Yoe N7/ N LD

Petition summary
and background

This pipeline poses health and s

safety risks to both citizens and the envn'onment Many landowners

are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this

project.

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Residents who urge the
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to pass a resolution and notify the North Dakota Public
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon
Solutions Pipeline within __S¢rgect Coundy

Petition summary This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners
and background are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this
project.

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Resadents who urge the
o : to pass a resolution and notify the North Dakota Public
Sai Louw h, is opposed to eminent domain

| Service Commission that
for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline,

Printed Name Signature Slgnature Address County of Residence Date Landowner
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon
Solutions Pipeline within ___ 7 ..ot Cowiy

Petition summary This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners
and background are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this
project.
Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Residents who urge the
sSacgeit” gty Coman’se mape < to pass a resolution and notlfy the North Dakota Public
Service Commission that ¥ .S"a 02 end” Crouly is opposed to eminent domain
for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline, 4
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COUN SumoQysT ﬁ,iﬂzéévﬁ S783 ey 32 [P 000 S E 2 T 32| yvAS
' W | £783 Ry 32 rmanad Sy ent 3n% 23 | Yes

i
) 153" e F oo 1) | St 32822 | %<

/777},» Z‘fa//;gd D, 2. ALy [FFET 5744 S7SE fovmanty, 5?{,6&& 326-22 | Ves
é/m% Zw"‘?)énd?,/il il j )5;2:7 57792 j%‘iyjol /t;’fm&\n 4. S'ﬂ/;‘7€»v7L -2 AR gc;)

lhERE BTogx [Tkl Biok) | 5600 i34 Ao, SE Fooman ND ﬁ&%@f " 13-2¢-23] Yes
Phteia fsefe | SHlyuiy doke |gog (22N T b N oz |33800] MO

j@{ﬁv’c ‘e Badoi) %Mﬁ/&u) §o30 /JW;Y 2 Oinner M) &A?J 3-8 A f{&@
%\O ‘6!'[0&/\ f){ork A@W géOé 134 ﬁ/ﬁé’ﬁg Forvan 5:;{*7 esns 3 -28.22 V€S

Lyndon Puntoa b 0 g0 1k o9 A3 e % zpih s | g




Scxe Lomtf\i

Petition sumary ,’ HuL m)rium o2 ey ,;m and sare i\, itgks fo hwd .rirfcm arl the envil Onfn“rsl l"mny iundov\rne;
e

o ; A concermed about the prospect of Stinmi Carbon o elutions seeking eminent domalin for this

K

l

i

.

[){('J(’

T e e W e K e e S LR B e | e R T o im R P

ACrion pe l)(lul 18l For

Wa, tha 1u|rlmf,;a|n=: file de i nt.,; r*r- uicmc, whu Lrge the
SQ&_ ; td@ mm;ss VAN o pass o resolution and notify the Nortl Dakota Public
Lervice CatNnission thc:i Nt QQ,L&VY}\_\/: e 15 DPPQSEA [0 @Minent domain
o for Ih ';Hlllf‘llll. f‘rulmn .n!um s !Ju)r*lrne{S

[

B LT

r T oL T S

flandenmng

[T STNTANPIN B L TOR LTS S oA R e P I
AP LR e IR AL DREEE I ATy

I

T s aba T BT RO i ey i S 4 g s

Fi

oo o - |
Huen. E’mfz % Eﬂaf |0 a¥ e Con_| A hbed) f,/dfe’[_@a\..,__.,
i Tinser |G r"d“”“* N “S‘“fv< wrt LB lond .-._.,f/ﬁ%_f/zﬁf

Dy id 71“6’[?‘ == 46393 Ut or s 1 S L

A Yo | fF fornel]| 900 sgetn :W"i{é{{;én foss |7
Brym Corpl) ‘},7 C‘/&V' 45 T Ave \/b&!ﬂfﬁ"ﬂ‘_‘-l“ ’0““2. ol ’l_
Awmg,wwwmmﬂ:wa

GAR= G (06 (62 i Qe | ¥
\!\,u\i,/\kt\ _J-\(f UJu‘;ﬂ / / [~ H}f{ 1 3 ,m\J‘_m d\ﬂs’f‘ (Q’\tatlxlwu,t ,,\11)‘/( - \/

' il . - S'(‘ . o i {«')
D tek U s 2o 17T e {"' -2 “ /
l [ / o ‘) .).1 Dﬁ l/dqua’ 7/’ ( (,u_’) ) N | -_“J‘ )I‘/ ,J. y\.

"?“s

Lo

T s L = IR C RN

/“”““’ 46 oy }Z w‘//”“’, 2235 /57 57, z?w(.«fo, L Cass ..!.5‘53”’2’ e
’A@ il (*f”’u q/\"’"%yc /?/ H93 Qﬂ_lw/f‘l Za et ’ \)1 c ( ’ i'



™

P

oy

e e bl
Petition to: Forma

Soluions @i

2y o

st

)
E D - )
e J"? IR 1‘!‘1515’5 "./:"(l;'-'g’c',j

k)ff =m‘..~, r;-SL;' B ?ﬂ,l‘

Carbon

Petition summary
and background

project.

This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landawners
are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon

Solutions Pipeline within

"'55‘61‘:?_6-;# /] gz nﬁ_

Petition summary This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens and the environment, Many landowners
and background are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this
project.
Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Residents who urge the
Sateed (. md{Te Comppad 55 enere to pass a resolution and notify the North Dakota Public
- Service Commission that .5 raeid Copacta is opposed to eminent domain
for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline. /
Printed Name Signature Signature Address County of Residence Date Landowner
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon

Solutions Pipelinie within _sucer Cewsly
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Petition summary
and background

This pipeline poses health and safety risks to beth citize
project,

ns and the environment. Many landowners
are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Residents who urge the
'\ejt'tf‘éi" é’-"l-j— (1 [RAL NI, C-'t"v‘.i-bl,m,]ss JONE S
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to pass a resolution and notify the North Dakota Public
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Petition to: Formally Oppose eminent
Solutions Pipeline within

N
\

domain for the Summit Carbon

Pelition summary
and background

This pipeline poses health and safety
are concerned about the prospect of

project,

risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners
Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Residents who urge the

Service Commission that

for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline,

to pass a resolution and notify the Narth Dakota Public
i opposed to eminent domain
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Patition to: Formally PpPoss emiiant domain for the Summit Carbon

s
Solutions Pipe
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Petition summary

This pipeline poses health and safety risks to b
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and background are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this
project.
Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, arg North Dakota esidents who urge the

55 a resolution and riotify the North Dakota Public
is oppased to eminent domain
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon
Solutions Pipeline within ﬁcm\_e N Q_gxm%sf

Petition summary
and background

are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this
project.

g
This pipeline poses health and safety risks to botﬁ)citizens and the environment. Many landowners

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Residents wha urge the
y to pass a resolution and notify the North Dakota Public
Service Commission that DNt (ol VH~>Z is opposed to eminent domain

for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipghne.
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon

Solutions Pipeline within

oUnty

Petition summary
and background

This pipeline poses health and safety risks to bothcitizens and the en(/ironment. Many landowners
are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this

Actlon petitioned for

project.
We, the undersigneq, are North Dakgta Residents who urge the

ayent ARV S| Bijo pass a resolution and notify the Narth Dakota Public
Service Cnmission that [ avaent Cotaiydv is oppased to eminent domain
for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline, ) /
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Petition te: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summ
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Petition summary
and background

= ,
This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens an

d the environment, Many landowners

are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this

project.

Action petitioned for

We, the ung/erslgned, are North Dakota Residents who urge the
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Sumimit Carbon

Solutions Pipeline within >z e Courty

Petition summary
and background

==

This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners
are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domaln for this
project.

Action petitioned for

We, the undersig?gd, are North, Dakota Residents who urge the

<argent” Coaunly (’(wnmeJ;m ers, to pass a resolution and notify the North Dakota Public
Service Commission that|_ oz o s~ _[yent y is oppased to eminent domain
for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipéline, !
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon
Solutions Piveline within __ Sevped Gt

/

Petition summary This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landewners
and background are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this

project,
Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Residents who urge the

S pmpt s S B et b e b pass a resolution and notify the North Dakota Public
| Service Commission that S Srnsead Coedy is opposed to eminent domain
for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline, /
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon

Solutions Pipeline within

5&v" {8)\ T Cp“.,‘ﬂ*y
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Petition summary
and background

project.

This pipeline poses health and safe
are concerned about the prospect

ty risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners
of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Residents who urge the
98 rgenT Counly

Service Commission that
for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline,

Ceiitiios . cners to pass a resolution and notify the North Dakota Public
Sargent Cmﬂ-r/v is opposed to eminent domain
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon
Solutions Pipeline within . <.+ Cowds

Petition summary
and background

project.

This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens and the environment, Many landowners
are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this

Action petitioned for
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We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Residents who urge the
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Petition to: Formally oppose emi~<nt domain for the Summit Carbo~

Solutions Pipeline within

<§.jgmc£z«7?" __fc: fz-?ﬂ[ g

Petition surmmary
and background

This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners

are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this

project.

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Residents who urge the
Sa et (ow dy  (rsumissionets

Service Commission that

Sevee i (o d_~

for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pipeline,

to pass a resolution and notify the North Dakota Public
is opposed to eminent domain
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sy el SE2 T NeSE | Suend 3 2e32] vay
: -
.\Sl\.&\—\""/" ;)cu/e)/ Mf_m%wﬁ Faa_ /v /1 )1\5?‘, &7 U‘Ck%/ T -25 22 l/.ge'5
Q 5 Y :
b {50l 109 ITSE (ot 250 e
%mw WA NS UMSESN | Siugndt [Bhgie | no
el Planteen W %w—» (2e47 35T sese Sk 325722 Yes
(j/ iz 7 Lcca i A WA VR R A Y Stgiow |32 et
ﬁtfﬂlt ﬂu‘%‘fq (/2052 -95 " 5 SE §qﬂ“f7"~u pes 3/25/@ €S
\\D ? /
5/1/ / -I/-:’ 8 -2l W - 4 /VZL)/[/’ O/p‘ﬁ'é&z.ﬁf;/ Qz?}-’/\/:? RS T S 254 yﬂgb
et o et Clae o512 0700 P Quzt [l et
!% L,M B % ol 7 W of S6 (S 30742 Ve



Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon
Solutions Pipeline within
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Petition sumrmary
and background

project.

This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both ci
are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbo

tizens and the environment. Many landowners
n solutions seeking eminent domain for this

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Residents who urge the
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- Service Commission that
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to pass a resolution arid notify the North Dakata Public
is opposed to eminent domain
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon

Petition summary
and background

Solutions Pipeline within _ .../ ity
/

This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens ar'fad the environment. Many landowners
are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this
project.

Actlon petitioned for W\%me undersigned, are North Dakota Residents who urge the
gyl Loty  Copitin, S5,00 Cr g 1o pass a resolution and notify the North Dakota Public
Service Commission that slut- Cgickly is opposed to eminent domain
for the Summit Carbon Solutions Pigeline, f
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RESOLUTION TO FORMALLY OPPOSE THE USE OF EMINENT DOMAIN BY
SUMMIT CARBON SOLUTIONS CARBON PIPELINE IN EMMONS COUNTY

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:; that the Emmons County Board of
Commissioners formally opposes the use of eminent domain practices to secure
easements in Emmons County by Summit Carbon Solutions LLC for their carbon
pipeline project.

Chairman Magrum -@! Nea

Vice Chairman Eberle <(Yéa / Nea

Commissioner Weichel -(¥éa / Nea

Commissioner Hulm @ /Nea

Commissioner Kalberer @a / Nea

Resolution Passges by a vote of 5 ‘O

47/7 /ZV 5-3.0

étfairman Erif/Magrum  Date

\{,Y\('i .\Lk{ w.(.:_\)i’UL I 5 AT

Auditor Mar?ys Ohlhauser Date

<P M A 5300

""St-atqyttorney Joseph Hanson Date




Petition to: formally oppose Eminent Domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions pipeline in

_Emmons County

Petition Summary and
background

Summit Carbon Solutions has been approaching land owners to sign easements for a Carbon
Dioxide Pipeline. Landowners are rightfully upset at the tactics that have been employed
throughout the negotiation process. This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens
and the enviroment. Many fandowners are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon

Solutions seeking eminent domain for this project.

Action petitioned for:

We the undersigned are concerned citizens who urge our county commissioners to act now to
pass a resolution officially opposing eminent domain for the Summit Carbon Solutions pipeline
within Emmons County
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon
Solutions Pipeline within Burleigh County, ND

Petition summary
and background

project.

This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners
are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this

Action petitioned for

Solutions Pipeline.

We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Residents who urge the Burleigh County Commission to pass a resolution
and notify the North Dakota Public Service Commission that is opposed to eminent domain for the Summit Carbon

Printed Name Signature Signature Address County of Residence Date Landowner
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon
Solutions Pipeline within Burleigh County, ND

Petition summary
and background

project.

This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners
are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this

Action petitioned for

Solutions Pipeline.

We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Residents who urge the Burleigh County Commission to pass a resolution
and notify the North Dakota Public Service Commission that is opposed to eminent domain for the Summit Carbon

Printed Name

Signature Signature Address County of Residence Date Landowner
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Petition to: Formally oppose eminent domain for the Summit Carbon

Solutions Pipeline within Burleigh County, ND

Petition summary
and background

This pipeline poses health and safety risks to both citizens and the environment. Many landowners

are concerned about the prospect of Summit Carbon solutions seeking eminent domain for this
project.

Action petitioned for

We, the undersigned, are North Dakota Residents who urge the Burleigh County Commission to pass a resolution

and notify the North Dakota Public Service Commission that is opposed to eminent domain for the Summit Carbon
Solutions Pipeline,

dereer Opdel

Printed Name Signature Signature Address County of Residence Date Landowner
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Thank you for your liability coverage inquiry into the Navigator CO2 pipeline that is expected to run through
your property. There is specific exclusions for liability protection involving the release of any contaminants per
the following policy language:

Coverage L (liability! deces not apply tc:

Bodily injury or property damage arising aut of the actual, alleged, or
hreatened presence, discharge, dispersal, seepage, migratien, release, escape
cf, or expcsure o contamipants or pellufancs ac or from any scurce or locatian.

WVa alao do nat cover:

Any lons, cost, or expense arisiag out cf any reguest, demand, order. or
statutory or regulatory requirement that any ingured or others test for, moniror.
clean up, remove, contain, treat, detoxify, neucralize, remaediate, dispose of, or
in any way respond te or assesg the sifects of contaminants or peliutants;

2Any logs, cogt, or sxpenss arising cut of any claim or suit by or on behalf of a
governmental aucharity of damages because of testing For, monitoring, cleaning
up, removing, centaining, treating, detexifying, naurralizing, remediating,
digpesing of, or in any way recponding to or assessiry the effects cf
contaminants or pellutants;

While | am personally not privy to any proposed hold harmiess agreements or the contract between the
pipeline owners and yourseives; regardiess of any agreements in place, there is significant personal liabillty
exposure for yourselves while using your land for farming operations, for your own enjoyment and for your
benefit renting the land out for others to do the same,

Fer example, 1f you or your tenants ©r even scrneone without permissicn atterpts
ta dig, plow, trench and pierces the pipeline causing a leak, the resulting
damage may ke argued to ke your responsibility.

As time passes, nearby landowners may change hands, the pipeline owners and operators may change,
future technology may render the pipeline useless or ineffective. All of these factors among others, increase the
potential that you may be held personally liable in the future for cleanup, removal and other activities that could
cause damage as a result of this pipeline being installed.

As history has proved, any pipeline has a chance to fail, leak and seep resulting in significant damage to
life and property. To place this type of risk or burden upon unwilling landowners, like yourselves, is tantamount
to placing a risk to your livelihood without your permission.

In summary, having a pipeline running through your property, carrying CO2, a pollutant, subjects you to
substantial uninsurable exposure.
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1. _ldentification of the Substance/ Preparation

and of the Company

Product Name: Carbon Dioxide (Compressed)

Chemical Formula: CcO,

Energas Limited
Westrmoriand Street
Hull HUZ2 OHX

Company Identification:

Emergency Talephone No: 01482 329333

2. Composition/ Information on Ingredients

Substance/ Preparation. Substance
Components/ impurities: Contains no other
impurities which will

influence the classification
of the product.

00124-38-9
2046969 (from EINECS)

CAS Number:
EEC Number:

3. Hazardous Properties

Liquefied gas.

In high concentrations may cause asphyxiation.
._First Aid Measures

Inhatation:

Low concerfrations of catoon dicwde cause
increased respiration and headaches.

tn high concentrations may cause asphyxiation.
Symptoms may include loss  of mobility/

CONSCIOUSNESS.

Victim may not be aware of asphyxiation.

Remove victim to uncontaminated area wearing selff-
contained breathing apparatus.

Keep victim warm and rested. Call a doctor.

Apply artificial respiration if hreathing has stopped.

Skin/ Eye Contact:

Flush eyes copiously with water for at least 15
minutes. Obtain medical assistance.

5, Fire Flgﬁtlng Measures

Suitable Extinguishing Media:
All known extinguishants can be used.

Specific Hazards:

Exposure to fire may cause containers to rupture/
explode. Non-flammable.

Specific Methods:

If safe to do so, stop flow of product,

Move container away or cool with water from a
protected position.

Mazard Combustion Products:
None.

Special Protective Equipment for Fire Fighters:
in confined spaces use self-contained breathing
apparatus.

6. Accidental Release Measures

Personal Precautions

Evacuate area,

Ensure adequate air ventitation.

Wear self-contained breathing apparatus when
entering area unless atmosphere is proved to be
safe.

Environmental Precautions

Try to stop release.

Prevent from entering sewers, basements and
workpits, or any place where its accumulation can be
dangerous.

Clean Up Methads
Ventilate area.

7.__handiing ana Storage

Handling:

Refer lo Energas Storage and Handling instructions.
Use only properly specified equipment which is
suitable for this product, its supply pressure and
temperature,

Open cylinder vaive slowly to avaid pressure shock.
Do not allow backfeed into the container.

Suck back of water into the cpntainer must be
prevented.

Contact Energas Limited if in doubt.

Storage:
Keep container below 50°C in a well-ventilated place.

8. Exposure Controls/ Personal Brotection

Exposure Limit Value:
LTEL 5000 ppm (8 hr TWA ref, period)
STEL 15000 ppm {15 min. ref, period)
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Personal Protection:
Ensure adequate ventilation.
9. Physical and Chemical Properties

Appearance/ Colour: Colourless gas.

Odour: Odouriess
Melting Point. -56°C
Boiting Paint: -75°C
Critical Temperature: 30°C

Relative Density (Liquid). 0.82 (liquid = 1)
Relative Density {Gas): 1.52 {alr=1)
"Vapour Pressure @ 20°C: 57.3 bar
Soiubility (water): 2000 myg/l

10, Stability and Reactivity

Stable under normal conditions.

11. Toxicological Information

Carcon Dioxide is classified as a non-flammable,
non-toxic liquefied gas. It is normally present in
atmospheric air at a level of approximately 350 parts
per million (0.035%). It is a normal product of
metabaolism being held in bodily fluids and tissues
where it forms part of the bodies normal chemical
environment. In the body it acts in the linking of
respiration, circulation and vascular response to the
dermands of metabotism both at rest and in exercise.

The effects of inhaling low concentrations of carbon
dioxide are physiologically reversible but in high
concenirations the effects are toxic and damaging.
NB The effects of carbon dioxide are entirely
independant of the effects of oxygen
deficiency.

The oxygen content in the atmasphere is therefore
not an effective indication of the danger. It is possible
to have acceptable low oxygen content of 18% and a
high carbon dioxide content, of 14%, which is very
dangerous,

Individual tolerances can vary widely, dependant on
the physical conditions of the person and the
temperature and humidity of the atmosphere, but as a
general guide, the effects of inhaling varying
concentrations of carbon dioxide are likely to be as
follows: -

Concentration by Volume - Likely Effects

1t0 1.5% Slight effect on chemical metabolism after
exposures of several nours.

3% The gas is weakly narcotic at this level,
giving rise to deeper breathing, reduced
hearing ability, coupled with headache, an
increase in blood pressure and pulse réate.
4 -5% Stimulation of the respiratory centre
ocours resulting in deeper and more rapid
breathing.  Signs of intoxication will
become evident after 30 minutes
gxposure.

5-10%  Breathing becomes mare laborious with
headache and loss of judgement.

When the carbon dioxide concentration
increases above 10%, unconsciousness
will occur in under one minute and unless
prompt action is taken, further exposure
10 high levels will eventually result in
death.

10 -100%

The recommended exposure limit for carbon dioxide
is 5000 parts per million (0.5%) by volume, calculated
on an 8 hour time weighted average concentration in
air.

Depending on regulations in individual countries
carbon dioxide concentration peaks up to 30000 parts
per million (3.0%) in air are allowed, where by the
duration of exposure is between 10 minutes and 1
hour.

Cardiac or respiratory defects are likely to increase
the hazards af inhalatian.

Wherever any doubt exists, the recommended
exposure limit of 5000 parts per million carbon
dioxide in air should be regarded as the maximum
level of the individual concerned.

12. Ecological Information
May contribute to the "Greenhouse Effect” when

discharged in large quantities.
May cause pH changes in water.

13. Disposal Considerations

Vent to atmosphere in a well ventilated place.
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Do not discharge into any place where its
accumulation cauld be dangerous.

Contact Energas Limited if guidance is required.

14. Transport Information

UN No. 1013
Class/ Division 2.2
ADR/RID item 2A
Emergency Action Code 2T

Hazard ldentification No. @ 20

CEFIC Tremcard No. 11-1/20939

Lahelling ADR Lane! 2.2 Non-wxic,
B non-flammable gas,

Avoid transport on vehicles where the load space is
not separated from the driver's compartment.

Ensure vehicle driver is aware of the potential
hazards of the load and knows what fo do in the
event of an accident or emergency.

Ensure all cylinder valves are closed and nat leaking
and the load is firmly secured and complies with the
applicable regulations,

15. Regulatory Information

EC Classification: Not classified as a dangerous
supsftance.

- Symbols - road transport symbols are used and
celectad to  the mast stringent product
classification.

EC or ADR - Label 2.2: Non-toxic, non-flammable
gas.

- Risk Phrases
RAes  Asphyxiant in bhigh concentrations

-  Safety Phrases

89 Keep container in a well ventilated place,
S23 Do not breathe gas.

16. Other Information

Valve Connection:  BS 341 No. 8

Ensure all users of this product understand the
hazards of asphyxiation.

Before using this product in any new process or
experiment, a thorough material compatibitity and
safety study should be carried out.

Details given in this document are believed correct at
the time of going to press.

Whilst proper care has been taken in the preparation
of this document, no liability for injury or damage
resulting from its use can be accepted.
Refer 1o Energas Limited General Safety and
Handling Data Sheet for further details.
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CYLINDER IDENTIFICATION TO BS EN 1089-3
GROUND COLOUR : DUSTY GREY (RAL 7037)

ENERGAS GENERAL SAFETY AND HANDLING DATA

1. GENERAL

Only trained persons should handle compressed gases.
Observe all reguiations and local requirements regarding the
starage of containears,

Do not remove or deface fabels provided by the supplier for the
identification of the container contents.

Ascertain the identity of the gas before using it.

Know and understand the properties and hazards associated
with each gas before using it.

When doubt exists as to the correct handling procedure for a
particular gas contact the supplier.

2 HANDLING AND USE

VWear stowt gloves.

Nevar lift a container by the cap or guard unless the supplier
states it is designed for that purpose.

Use a trolley or other suitable device or technique for
transporing heavy confainers, even for a short distance.

Whare necessary wear sultable eye and face crotection. The
choice between safety glasses. chemical goggles, or fuli-face
shieia will depend on the pressure and rature of the gas being
useq.

Wnere necessary for toxic gases see that self-contained
positive pressure breathing apparatus or full face air line
resgirator is available in the vicinity of the werking area.

Employ suitable pressure regulating devices on all containers
when the gas is being emitted to systems with a lower pressure
rating than that of the container.

Accartain that all electrical systems in the area are suitable for
service with each gas.

Never use direct flame or electrical heating devices to raise the
pressure of a container. Containers should not be subjected to
temperatures above 45°C,

Never re-compress a gas mixture without consulting the
supplier. Never attempt to transfer gases from one container to
ancther.

Do not use containers as rollers or supponts, or for any other
purpose than to contain the gas as supplied.

Never permit oil. grease or other readily combustible
substances to come into contact with valves of containers
centaining oxygen or other oxidants.

Keap containar valve autlets clean and free from contaminants,
particularly oil and water.

Do not subject containers to abhnormal mechanical shacks which
may cause damage to their valves or safety devices.

Never attempt to repair or modify container valves cr safety
relief devices. Damaged valves should he reported immediately
1o the supplier.

Ciose ihe container valve whenever gas is not reauired even if
the container is still connected to the equipment.

3 STORAGE

Containers shculd be stored in a well-ventlated area.  Some
gases will requirz a purpese buill area.

Store conairers in a location iree from fire risk and away from
sources of heat and ignition. Designation as a no smoking area
may be desirable.

Gas containers should be segregated in the storage area
according to the various categories.

The starage area should be kept clear and access shouid be
restricted to authorised persons only, the area should be clearly
marked as a storage area and appropriate hazard warning signs
disptayed {Flammable Toxic elc,).

The amount of flammable or toxic gases should be kept to a
minimum.

Flammable gases should be stored away from other
combustible materials,

Centainers held in storage should be periodically checked for
general candition and leakage.

Containers in storage shouid be properly secured to prevent
toppling or rolling .

Vertical storage is recommended where the ccntainer is
designed for this.

Container valves should be tightly closed and where
appropriate, vaive outlets should be capped or piugged. Protact
containers stored in the cpen against rusting and exiremes of
weather.

Containers should not be stored in conditions iikely to
egncourage corrosion.

Store full and empty containers separately and arrange full
containers so that the ofdest stock is used first.

PRODUCTION SITE ADDRESSES

Engineering and Welding Limited Energas Limited
Westmorland Street Haslams Lane
Hull . Alfreton Road

Energas Limited
Brownroyd Street
Off Tharnton Road, Bradford

HU2 OHX Derby, DE22 1EB West Yorkshire, BD8 9AF
Tel: 1482 329333 Tel: 01332 364121 Tel: 01274 549080
Fax: 01482 212335 Fax: 01332 291550 Fax: 01274 548181

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT YOUR NEAREST DISTRIBUTION CENTRE




PSC HEARING IN WAHPETON, NORTH DAKOTA- SUMMIT PIPELINE EASEMENT ISSUES
APRIL 11, 2023

MY NAME IS STEVEN A. ACKERMAN. | AM A PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR LICENCED IN NORTH
DAKOTA WITH REGISTRATION NO. 2958, IN MINNESOTA WITH REGISTRATION NO. 17004, AND IN
SOUTH DAKOTA WITH REGISTRATION NO. 5226

PSC MEMBERS

AS YOU WILL RECALL | SPOKE BEFORE YOU ON MARCH 28™ IN GWINNER AS A REPRESENTATIVE OF THE
NORTH DAKOTA SOCIETY OF PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYORS REGARDING OUR CONCERNS WITH
SUMMIT CARBON SOLUTIONS.

TODAY | COME BEORE YOU AS A LAND SURVEYOR WHO RESIDES HERE IN RICHLAND COUNTY.

I HAVE BEEN A PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR FOR 38 YEARS, AND COMBINED WITH MY NON
PROFESSIONL YEARS, | HAVE 44 YEARS OF EXPERINCE.

WE LAND SURVEYORS ARE HELD TO A HIGH STANDARD. WE ARE-EXPERTS IN OUR FIELD. WE TAKE AN
OATH TO PROTECT THE HEALTH AND WELFARE OF THE PUBLIC. WE HAVE A THING CALLED ETHICS.
THOSE ETHICS COME INTO PLAY WHEN WE SEE SOMETHING THAT WE FEEL DOSENT MEET STANDARDS.
WE ARE SUPPOSED TO DO SOMETHING ABOUT IT. THAT'S WHAT | AM DOING HERE TODAY.

PRETTY MUCH ON A DAILY BASIS | AM CALLED UPON TO EVALUATE LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS AND
EASEMENT DESCRIPTIONS, AND ALSO WRITE OR PRODUCE LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS AND EASEMENT
DESCRIPTIONS.

I AM CONCERNED ABOUT THE EASEMENT AGREEMENTS BEING RECORED NOT JUST IN RICHLAND
COUNTY, BUT ALL COUNTIES AFFECTED BY THIS PROPOSED PIPELINE.

BY THE WAY, | AM NOT OPPOSED TO THE PIPELINE. HOWEVER, | AM OPPOSED TO THE TYPE AND
MANNER OF THE EASEMENTS BEING UTILIZED BY SUMMIT.

ON MARCH 30™ | DID A SAMPLING OF THESE EASEMENTS THAT ARE RECORED IN RICHLAND COUNTY.
THERE WERE 78 OF THEM. | PULLED EVERY 7™ ONE, | THEREFORE SAMPELED 11 OF THESE EASEMENTS.

10 OF THESE SAMPLES, THEREBY REPRESENTATING 70 DOCUMENTS OR SO THAT ARE RECORDED, SPEAK
OF AN EXHIBIT B THAT IS SUPPOSED TO INDICATE THE LIMITS OF THE CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT,
ACCESS EASEMENT, AND PIPELIINE EASEMENT.

THE WORD EXHIBIT B APPEARS 9 TIMES ON THESE EASMENT DOCUMENTS. THE PROBLEM IS THAT
EXHIBIT B IS NOT ATTACHED TO THE DOCUMENT.

EXHIBIT B IS SUPPOSED TO BE THE SURVEY, PREPARED ACCORDING TO NORTH DAKOTA CENTURY CODE,
AND AN ATTORNEY GENERAL OPINION THAT SAYS ANY EXHIBIT, ATTACHED TO A DOCUMENT THAT
CONVEYS AN INTEREST IN REAL ESTATE, MUST BE SIGNED AND SEALED BY NORTH DAKOT REGISTERED
LAND SURVEYOR.

WHEN THE LANDOWNER IS APPROACHED AS TO THE LOCATION OF THE PIPELINE AND ACCESS
EASEMENTS, HE IS SHOWN AN EXHIBIT B, WHICH FROM WHAT | HAVE SEEN, CONSISTS OF AN AERIAL
PHOTO WITH SOME LINES DRAWN ON IT. WHEN THE LANDOWNER MEETS WITH THEIR ATTORNEY FOR
REVIEW OF THE EASEMENT DOCUMENT, EXHIBIT B IS PART OF THE PACKAGE.



UNFORTUNATLY, EXHIBT B IS PULLED, NOT INCLUDED, WHEN THE EASEMENT IS RECORDED.

WITHOUT EXHIBIT B IN THE PUBLIC RECORD, THE PUBLIC HAS NO WAY OF KNOWING WHERE THESE
EASEMENTS ARE LOCATED. THAT CREATES SOME SIGNIFICANT ISSUES. ISSUES FOR REAL ESTATE FOLKS,
ATTORNEYS, TITLE COMPANIES, SURVEYORS, BUYERS, SELLERS, HEIRS OF THE PROPERTY, EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT, BANKERS, ABSTRACTORS, PLANNERS, AND SO ON.

ALSO, WITHOUT EXHIBIT B IN THE PUBLIC RECORD, THESE EASEMENT DOCUMENTS ARE NOTHING
MORE THAN A BLANKET EASEMENT. THAT IS, THIS EASEMENT IS AN EASEMENT OVER THE ENTIRE
QUARTER SECTION INVOLVED AS IDENTIFIED IN EXHIBIT A OF THE DOCUMENT. IT IS NOT JUST A
NARROWLY DEFINED CORRIDOR. ATTORNEYS AND TITLE COMPANIES OBJECT TO BLANKET EASEMENTS.
IN THE BLANKET EASEMENT SECNERIO, THE READER OF THE EASEMENT HAS NO IDEA WHERE THE
EASEMENT IS LOCATED, AND SO THE BLANKET EASEMENT IS AN ENCUMBRANCE OVER EVERY ACRE IN
THE OWNERSHIP PROPERTY DEFINED IN EXHIBIT A.

AT THE PSC HEARING IN GWINNER A FEW WEEKS AGO THE REPRESENTATIVE FROM SUMMIT REPLIED
THEY ARE FILING STRIP EASEMENTS, AGAIN, WITHOUT EXHIBIT B IN THE PUBLIC RECORD THESE
DOCUMENTS ARE NOTHING MORE THAN A BLANKET EASEMENT.

SO HERE WE ARE: EXHIBIT B, EXHIBIT B, EXHIBIT B, EXHIBIT B, EXHIBIT B. EXHIBIT B EXHIBIT B EXHIBIT B,
EXHIBIT B, THAT’S 9 TIMES ITS REFERENCED IN THESE DOCUMENTS, WOULD NOT A REASONABLE
PERSON THINK THAT A RETRACEABLE, MEANINGFULL, PRECISE, WELL WRITTEN, EXHIBT B WOULD THEN
BE INCLUDED IN THE DOCUMENT?

THIS PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEOR CERTAINLY THINKS IT BELONGS IN THERE.

I HAVE BEEN TOLD, AND UNDERSTAND THAT AT THE BISMARCK PSC MEETING ON MARCH 14TH THAT
SUMMIT SUBMITTED THAT EXHIBIT B WILL BE RECORDED WHEN CONSTRUCTION IS COMPLETE. IN THE
MEANTIME, THESE LANDOWNERS HAVE TITLE PROBLEMS BECAUSE OF THE BLANKET NATURE OF THE
EASEMENT. PLUS, SHOULDN'T THE PRECISELY DESCRIBED AND ILLUSTRATED EXHIBIT B BE RECORDED
BEFORE CONSTRUCTION STARTS, NOT AFTER CONSTRUCTION IS COMPLETED. WITHOUT PRECISION OF
LOCATION, THE LANDOWNER IS AT THE MERCY OF AN AMBIGUOUSLY DRAFTED DOCUMENT THAT IS
INTERPRETED BY SUMMIT. A FEW FEET HERE, A FEW FEET THERE BECOMES, YARDS, BECOMES ACRES,
AND THE LOCATION OF THE EASEMENT CORRIDOR COULD CHANGE MARKEDLY FROM WHAT SUMMIT
REPRESENTED WHEN THE LANDOWNER SIGNED THE EASEMENT DOCUMENT.

| CAN SEE ONE REASEON FOR SUMMIT NOT WANTING TO RECORD EXHIBIT B IS THAT THEY SUBMIT
THAT THE PIPELINE MAY CHANGE COURSE OR LOCATION FROM THEIR ORIGINAL INTENT OR DESIGN.
AND THAT IS UNDERSTANDABLE THAT THE COURSE MAY CHANGE. HOWEVER, THEY ALREADY HAVE A
SYSTEM WITHIN THE EASEMENT DOCUMENT THAT SAYS IF A CHANGE TAKES PLACE, THEN WHAT IS
KNOWN AS EXHIBIT B-1 WILL COME INTO PLAY, EXHIBIT B-1 WILL REPLACE EXHIBT B WITH THE ACTUAL
LOCATION OF THE PIPELINE AND THEN THIS ADDENDUM WILL BE RECODED. SO AGAIN, THERE IS NO
REASON NOT TO RECORD EXHIBIT B BEFORE CONSTRUCTION. LANDOWNERS, TOWNSHIP OFFICIALS,
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, ARE YOU LISTENING?

OK, NOW LETS GET TO THE GOOD PART.

IN THE LAST FEW EASEMENT DOCUMENTS RECORDED IN RICHLAND COUNTY THERE IS AN EXHIBIT B
INCLUDED.



THIS EXHIBIT B IS NOT A SURVEY OR ANY KIND OF MAP OR LEGAL DESCRIPTION. INSTEAD EXHIBIT B
SIMPLY CONTAINS TWO SENTENCES.

SENTENCE 1: “EXHIBIT B IS A SKETCH OF THE INTENDED LOCATION OF THE EASEMENT AS OF THE DATE
OF THIS DOCUMENT AND IT REMAINS ON FILE WITH THE COMPANY”.

SO NOW WE HAVE A QUAGMIRE: EXHIBIT B IS SUPPOESED TO BE A SURVEY RECORD AND LEGAL
DESCRIPTION, BUT BY THIS ACTION, THE SHEET LABELD EXHIBIT B IS TWO SENTENCES. AND NOW WE
HAVE A DOCUMENT THAT APPEARS TO BE IN TWO LOCATIONS. DOES ANYONE SEE A PROBLEM HERE?
LANDOWNERS, ARE YOU LISTENING?

THE LAST SENTENCE ON THE SHEET LABELED EXHIBIT B IN THESE LATEST DOCUMENTS READS: “EXHIBIT
B WILL NOT BE RECORDED”. | REPEAT: “EXHIBIT B WILL NOT BE RECORDED".

SO, THERE YOU HAVE IT, THERE IS NO INTENTION BY SUMMIT TO RECORD EXHIBT B THAT IDENTIFIES
THE PIPELINE LOCATION AND ITS LEGAL DESCRIPTION. IF THERE IS NO EXHIBIT B THEN THERE IS NO
STRIP EASEMENT, AND THAT KEEPS THE LANDOWNER IN THE BLANKET EASEMENT. TO MAKE IT
PERFECTLY CLEAR, WE HAVE A RECORDED PAGE LABELED EXHIBT B THAT SAYS EXHIBIT B WILL NOT BE
RECORDED. THIS THING SPINS ON ITSELF. TS ABSOLUTLY REDICULOUS. DOES ANYONE ELSE SEE A
PROBLEM HERE?

AGAIN, TO REITERATE, WITH NO EXHIBIT B IN THE PUBLIC RECORD, THESE EASEMENTS BECOME
BLANKET EASEMENTS. AND WHAT | SAY TO THE LAND OWNERS IS THAT YOU DO NOT WANT A BLANKET
EASEMENT ENCUMBRANCE ON YOUR PROPERTY.

I RESPECTFULLY PLEAD WITH THE PSC, THAT YOU REQUIRE THE PROPER EXHIBT B TO BE RECORDED
BEFORE THE PERMIT TO CONSTRUCT IS GRANTED.

IF YOU CAN’T DO THAT, THEN | AM SPEAKING TO YOU LANDOWERS HERE TODAY, AND THE ONES THAT
ARE NOT HERE AND PERHAPS ARE LISTENING, | AM ASKING THAT YOU THINK TWICE ABOUT SIGNING
ONE OF THESE EASEMENTS THAT DOES NOT CONTAIN THE PROPER EXHIBIT B, WHICH IS ONE WITH A
SURVEY AND LEGAL DESCRIPTION SINGED BY A REGISTERED LAND SURVEYOR.

FOR THE BENEFIT OF THE LANDOWNERS, | WANT YOU TO KNOW THAT | HAVE SPOKEN TO THE COUNTY
RECORDERS IN RICHLAND AND SARGENT COUNTIES. THEY ALSO QUESTION THE ABSENCSE OF EXHIBIT
B. HOWEVER, THEIR DUTY IS TO RECORD A DOCUMENT IF IT MEETS THE RECORDING STANDARD, THAT
IS GRANTOR, GRANTEE, SIGNATURES, NOTARY AND SO ON. THEY CANNOT REJECT A DOCUMENT EVEN
IF THEY FEEL THE DOCUMENT HAS AN ERROR FOR SOME REASON OR ANOTHER. SO LONG AS THE
DOCUMENT MEEST THE RECORDING STANDARDS, THEY HAVE TO ACCEPT IT, SO THAT’S WHY THESE
INADEQUATE AND DANGEROUS EASEMENTS ARE BEING RECORDED.

THAT’S ALL | HAVE, THANK YOU FOR LISTENING.
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EXHIBIT B

Exhibit B is a sketch of the intended location of the easement as of the date of this document and it
remains on file with the company. Exhibit B will not be recorded.



