


7. Between meeting with Basin and getting the offer, there was no communication 

between Basin or me or any further explanation of the need for or purpose of this 

additional access. 

8. On July 22, 2025, Basin contacted me and was pushing for Mr. Estvold to sign an 

agreement. At this time, I said a 99-year, 30-foot-wide permanent easement would not 

be acceptable. Basin did not engage in a good faith negotiation. 

9. On September 9, 2025, Basin sent a "final offer," stating if an easement was not signed, 

it would initiate an eminent domain action against Mr. Estvold. This was surprising 

given the long negotiations for the original easements and the good faith shown by Mr. 

Estvold in that process. 

I 0. On September 10, 2025, I spoke with Basin's landman, and he told me Basin would 

like to reach an agreement without forcing us through eminent domain. I responded 

with a counteroffer. Basin' s response was the eminent domain action, and it never 

provided any additional offers or counters to my offer. 

11. Basin's claim that it needed the new access it is now condemning is confusing because 

the cement trucks have already been in, and the concrete structures are already built. 

12. On October 4 Mr. Estvold received a Summons and Complaint from Basin' s legal 

counsel suing him to take his private property and again providing no explanation as to 

why, and not even the complaint mentioned that Basin was telling the PSC a different 

story than it had told us. 

13. Once the Summons and Complaint was received, we retained Derrick Braaten and 

Braaten Law Firm for legal representation. 



I declare under penalty of perjury under the law of North Dakota, that the foregoing 

is true and correct. 

Executed this 20th day of October, 2025 in New Town, North Dakota. 

~ 


