Testimony by:
Mike Sibson
Address: 23782 426th Ave Howard SD 57349

I live in Miner County, Roswell Township. The legal description
S1/258W1/4 28-106-57, and NW1/4SW1/4 33-106-57 is where
TransCanada wants to put the pipeline thru our land. We are
lifetime South Dakota residents. I have wanted to farm since I was
5 years old. My parents purchased this farm in 1972. I moved there
in 1977 and since then purchased the farm plus surrounding land. I
raise grain and background feeder cattle. This is my HOME
SECTION. I also allow a lot of wildlife to live on my land.

I’m clearly stating that I am against the TransCanada Pipeline in
this location.

It’s ironic, that 20 years ago almost to the day and month. I was
protecting and fighting for my land. The Super Conducting Super
Collider was to be located near my farm. But, thanks to Texas —the
project went there. Eminent domain was going to be implemented.
Fair market for land was $175.00 at that time.

Now, 20 years later we are facing the same nightmare. We are
being offered fair market value on this land at $2500. Or more.
This is an example of what happened to land prices in 20 years.
Where will the land price be in another 20 years? My land is not
for Sale.

This pipeline affects more than just my wife and me. We have
children and grandchildren. I work closely with my brother-in law
and his family. My parents help when they can. We all work
together. We work hard.

As the proposed pipeline would enter my land it crosses native
grass, farm ground, a wetland, native grass and ends up going thru
a wetland and a waterway. The pipeline is within a Y4 mile of our
farm. We plan to expand our cattle lots. Our children plan to return



to the area. With their return we will need to diversify. Possible
plans include new farmsteads with confinement cattle lots. The
proposed pipeline could jeopardize future expansion plans.

My primary and secondary water sources could greatly be affected
with the pipeline so close to our farm. With a feeder cattle
operation water is very important. It’s essential.

For summer grazing my cattle use dugouts as their only water
source. In the event of an oil spill I could have 5 dugouts affected.
I feel Transcanada needs to address this issue. Could I lose
hundreds of cattle from drinking contaminated water?

The affected cropland is vital as we produce all the feed for our
cattle. Deceased crop production is a big concern.

My local fuel dealer has many regulations to follow. Does
Transcanada have to have a secondary containment on their
pipeline in the event of a leak? My local dealer does.

We hear a lot about the tax money that will go to our local counties
from the pipeline. But, is it enough? Is 6.4 million for the State of
South Dakota enough? We will need plenty of money for updating
roads and fire departments. Our local fire departments at this time
- do not have the adequate equipment to fight an oil spill or fire.
Who is going to pick up the tab when our county runs out of
money, the State or Federal government?

June 23, 2007 we received easement and right-of-way agreement
papers from Tran Canada. How can the company get easements
from landowners when the project is not approved yet? The land



agent told us the answer it’s a done deal and all land easements
will be done by October /November. So, why are we all here to
Testify-when it’s a done deal? Does the PUC know what the land
agent knows?

The easement agreement is very one sided. We feel the company
could do a lot better. We do not want a perpetual easement. The
company plans to make 26 -29 million a day off our property. We
feel, we are entitled to more than a one time payment. We have
been told that other companies do offer yearly royalties to
landowners. Why isn’t TransCanada?

We have big concerns about the company’s liability and
compensation plans.

I have a statement to all other affected landowners. I feel this
company is not treating us fair. Especially, their lop-sided
casement agreements, My plans are not to sign. We have to have
an easement that is fair and balanced. We all need to stand
together.

The testimony I have given comes from a lifetime tax paying
South Dakota resident. I am God fearing, honest, hard working,
family oriented, I care about others and their well-being.

I love this land and plan to continue to protect and fight for it.
Economic development for TransCanada is certain economic
disaster for me and all other South Dakota affected landowners.

Thank you.

Respectfully submitted,
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Mike Sibson



wemo: e MINER COUNTY, SOUTH DAKOTA

P/L
PG, PAGE
P PROPERTY uve 1 — 106N, R—57~W, SECTIONS 28 & 33
ADD. ADDITIONAL
EASMT. EASEMENT
APPROX.  APPROXIMATELY
EXIST. EXISTING
TEMP, TEMPORARY
SEC. SECTION
0.RM.C.S.D. OFFICE OF THE RECORDER OF MINER COUNTY, SOUTH DAKOTA
oD
e
Ui
bt e
UL

(ML-SD-HMN=0795.000)

BOOK 78, PG, 856,
BOOK 80, PG. 84 &
BOOK 78, PG. 22

ML=SD-WN=0786.0000)
FMiCHAEL B. SIBSON, ET UX

SEC. 29 e b oEC. 28
SEC. 32 SEC. 33
o~ 2
2]
S HS)
Lelgied
17} 193]
H
E—— . ——
i 5EF DETAL
g -y UNNAMED
SEE
DETAIL "8"
T—106—-N_ | .

T_10B—N | 2380 STReET 7

Losr

R
Uil

TRACT LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

S}k OF 5W B OF SECTION 2B &
W% OF SEOTION 33,

T—106—H, R-57-W

TOTAL LEMGTH: APFROX, 6,700 FL.
EASEMENT AREA: APPROX. 7.7 ACRES
TEMPORARY WORKSPACE: APFROX. 8.3 ACRES
ADDIMIONAL TEMP. WORKSPACE: APPROX. 0.5 ACRES

NOTE:

THIS SKETCH DOES NOT WMEET THE MINIMUM
STANDARDS FOR PROPERTY BOUNDARY SURVEYS.
IT WAS NOT DERIVED FROM AN ON THE GROUND
SURVEY BUT IS INTENDED FOR RIGHT OF WAY
PURPOSES OMLY.

O.RM.CE.D.

DETAL A7

N.T.E.

CRIVERS AL
ETmE), Den

REVERAL

DATE

KEYSTONE PIPELINE PROJECT

TransCanads

{7 dreredt ey uy sdediymar

13SUED FOR REVIESY BOUSTON

QELENT

ACROSS THE PROFERTY QF

EASEMENT AREA

1),

a

T BAGED OH GWAVET & HILE | OSH1AmT X

3§ CHANGED TRAGCT HO. TR MICHAEL B. BIBSON, ET UX

3 | AFPROVED I o1 ML-SD-MN-{0795.0000, 0786.0000)

& | GSURD FOR AU REL TEOZAT |} PROUECT:

e 2347.000 EXHIBIT A

SCALE DRTE DRAVHEY |oHESMEg By EEPRGYED Y DRANTIG KUMBER

1"=2,6007 01/40/87 § DN aTc ML #-45-P-7500-1191




N

S

ez,

e

S. | Un

—
——

[ture

gricu

ted States Department of A

i

Agency
County

Ice

Farm Serv

M

iner

,088

8

1

-106N-57W

28

2007

T

March 20



GO

lture

gricu

ted States Department of A

USDA un

——
=

oy

Agency
County

IcCe

Farm Serv

M

iner

,640

8

1

106N-57W

33

2007

T

March 20



