E3620° 530 Ave. RECEIVED

‘Menomonie, W1 54751-5315 BRI

June 12, 2007
SOUTH DAKG s v
UTILITIES COMRAISSION

South Dakota Public Utilities Commission
500 East sz’rol Avenne

Pierre, SD 57501-5070

Gentlemen:

Thank you for your May 29. 2007 letter regarding the TransCanada Keystone Pipelize

‘The legal description of one parcel is incorrect. Instead of the W2 it should be the E2 of
section 35, Township 108, Range 58. The most recent description provided by Keystone is:
the N2 and SE 1/4 of section 35, T-108-N, R-58-W.

Iregret Iam ﬁﬁ;lb‘lef xtd;n"fténd' any b'f-.'thé;pn‘bl'i‘c',héarin gs..Ido .have-séveralzconcerns; e
1 The aareement states 1t is to be a perpetual and permanent easement T 0 me, this
sounds. l1ke forever! Atsome point—30, 50, 70 years—the pipeline will be abandoned or
removed. Atthat time, all- easements should:be void and the:full rights of tand ownerslwg
Should revert back to the.owners. .

2. Instead ofa one-time. payment landowners should receive an initial. payment and yea rly
payments based on the value of the oil moving through the pipeline. Without a yearly
payment, the sasement will have a nepative impact on any future sals of the land. Yearly
payments would allow for inflation and make the easement more attractive to a potential
buyer. One large payment may. also push many landowners into-the next tax bracket and
.m‘gaﬂy diminish the.personal value of the payment. (If my math is correct, the entire offered
payment for one mile of 50 ft. permanent easement is equal to the value of oil, at $65'/ bl.,
flowing through the hne for less than ons minute. T understand $65/bl.-isnot purs profit, and
it seems TransCanada is not looklng out for landowners and their contributions.)

3. Th@r,e is also the mat;er of who is responsible for an nil spill and damage o the ‘lailé,
neighbors land, groundwater, etc. Any damage should be TransCanada’s scle responsibility.
This would include emergency plowing of roads, ahd damage to roads, fields, pastures, ete.

caused by equlpment (We haye sections. of graveled rToads, that are: 1mpassab1e 10: plckup
trucks aftcr a heavy ram ). e ,

4.1 linderstand one proposaI is to rnn the plpehne down the I-29 hlghway ri ght;of' Wéiy I
have 1o objection 1o that if South Dakota recejves fair-compengation and that.compensation
is used to decrease property taxes (as opposed to increasing spending).



5. When the Keystone representative called, I felt there was some effort to “stampede™ me
‘into signing. I was told they usually visit the farmers and get them to sign before leaving.
There was no mention of hearings or that I might want to talk to my lawyer. They did say I
may have some questions and. to just call them for answers. I presume if they can get a few
to sign before the hearings, it provides.good support for them.

‘Question: What are South Dakota’s laws regarding condemnation procedures? Can a
Canadian company use our condemnation laws to obtain access for a pipeline?

Thank vou

Gienn Gefiring



