EXHIBIT 1
Montana Clean Water Watchdogs
P.O. Box 1010
Sidney, Montana 59270
DanielaBennion@me.com
(406) 489-2459

Date: June 10, 2026

Montana Board of Oil & Gas Conservation
2535 St. Johns Avenue
Billings, Montana 59102

Re: Big Horn Leasing, LL.C, Water Marketing Application 42M 30163320

Dear Montana Board of Oil & Gas,

We respectfully request your review of Big Horn Leasing, LLLC’s Water Marketing Application (42M
30163320) and accompanying evidence of uniawful conduct by the application’s proprietors.

The following letter documents significant conflicts of interest between the Montana Department of
Natural Resources and Conservation (DNRC), Richland County Commissioners, and the Dry-
Redwater Regional Water Authority (DRWA) that bear directly on this application and on the
responsible stewardship of Eastern Montana's water resources.

Big Horn Leasing’s application requests the extraction of 75 million galtons of potable groundwater
annually for fracking from Highway 200 W’s smali, high-plateau, rain-fed aquifer. In 2024, prior to
the application’s public comment period, the applicant conducted unpermitted extraction of Highway
200 groundwater, as evidenced by witness testimonies, aerial imagery, and Big Horn’s concurrent
water marketing sales. The illegal pumping drained Montanan wetlands and caused unprecedented and
severe contamination in neighboring wells, including those of farmers and ranchers. Wetlands and
wells slowly recovered to their previous conditions after one year.

Following public scrutiny, Big Hom Leasing's proprietors engaged in repeated harassment and
intimidation of area residents, including threats to persons and property, as detailed in the
accompanying complaint letter to the Montana Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ).

The Big Horn Leasing application also implicates the Dry-Redwater Regional Water Authority
(DRWA), a government entity currently pursuing $602 million in federal funds for an expensive water
project in eastern Montana, despite lack of local demand.

Big Horn Leasing has extracted, and intends to extract, millions of gallons of potable groundwater
from Highway 200 W in Richland County. DRWA'’s upcoming “Highway 200 W extension” project
would take place in the same area— all during a propitious timeframe benefitting DRWA’s 2025
ARPA funding and construction schedule for Highway 200W.



Existing potable water resources undermine the need for an expensive water utility selling hard,
chloraminated, and government-controlled water. Rural residents, including the members of Montana
Clean Water, have no need to sign up, as verbally indicated to DRWA Coordinator Mandi Nay on
August 22, 2023. Big Horn Leasing’s permit and previous unpermitted extraction serves to divest
residents of their water resources, threatening the independence and prosperity of rural communities.
In February 2025, DNRC Glasgow Regional Director Lih-An Yang informed residents that the DNRC
will permit potable water for commercial use "until there isn't one drop left.”

Additionally, while DRWA’s October 2025 Feasibility Report claims there is a “dire need” for DRWA
to sell water to Eastern Montanans, the report fails to meet feasibility standards and prove its central
claim. The Feasibility Report is the product of a coordinated effort, documented in DRWA internal
emails obtained through Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) requests, to manufacture a passing score
for a project that has failed feasibility review for twenty years. The report itself provides water quality
testing data indicating that DRWA water is not needed by over ninety percent of the service area
population.

Further, while DRWA'’s Feasibility Report advances strategies and fee structures designed to
“conserve” by limiting constituent water usage, DRWA board members have presently accumulated
over 5,000 acre-feet (AF) of Montana’s water rfghts for themselves. For example, DRWA Vice Chair
Dick Iversen and his immediate family hold 3924.77 AF in total water rights, including a pending right
for water marketing/fracking sales. This amount represents more water than all four counties are
estimated to use in the DRWA service area, and is equivalent to the 3,990 AF water rights of the
DRWA itself.

Vice Chair Dick Iversen’s son is also employed by Agri Industries, which partners with DRWA as
their operator and won the bid for DRWA’s Highway 200 W Phase I construction, Agri Industries’
owners market water through ASWS LLC and Hamlin Water. DRWA Vice Chair Dick Iversen,
Iversen’s son employed by Agri Industries, and Hamlin Water Solutions have jointly requested 850 AF
of water marketing from the Missouri River, worth millions of dollars annually. Meanwhile, Hamlin
Water Solutions is contracting with local property owners for groundwater extraction.

Further, Iversen’s son is married to a Richland County Commissioner’s daughter. In February 2025,
that commissioner told citizens that he has “no authority to help” county residents with well
contamination caused by the illegal pumping along Highway 200 W. Additionally, Big Horn Leasing’s
proprietors are family members of another Richland County Commissioner.

DRWA board members and Agri Industries are pursuing contracts to extract groundwater and obtain
water marketing profits, while simultaneously requesting federal funding to sell costly, chlorinated,
and government-controlled water to citizens. This conflict of interest appears to Richland County
residents as an intentional divestment of our water rights and property values, as well as a threat to our
agricultural way of life. Further details regarding DRWA conflicts of interest are presented in Montana
Clean Water’s article, “Turning Water into Gold: Racketeering in Richland County.” Supporting
documents can be found at montanacleanwater.com.



In February 2025, residents contacted DRWA to express concern about the Big Horn Leasing
application and apparent conflicts of interest. DRWA dismissed the concerns, but encouraged residents
to sign up for the Highway 200 W project, and promptly emailed a DRWA User Agreement.

Shortly after, Montana Clean Water sent mailers throughout Eastern Montana addressing the
aforementioned conflicts of interest and threats to local wells. In response, DRWA sent a Cease and
Desist Letter demanding a full retraction of “completely baseless™ statements “designed to create
public distrust and fear about water access and change.” However, just one day after the Cease and
Desist Letter was sent, the DRWA Coordinator wrote in an internal email obtained by FOIA: “Sadly, I
think MCW’s core concern is legitimate and they should get the answers they seek about the aquifer”
(May 1, 2025).

In response to a FOIA request submitted to DRWA in July 2025, DRWA charged Montana Clean
Water $1,200 and submitted 161 pages, including 26 copies of a three-page complaint letter about
Montana Clean Water. Notably, meaningful and requested financial information was omitted from the
production.

Following the FOIA request, three members of the DRWA board, two employees, and an engineering
firm are no longer affiliated with DRWA. One ex-board member informed me that s/he left because
s/he had been denied access to DRWA'’s financial information.

Finally, the DNRC has made contradictory and erratic claims to members of the public and in the Big
Horn Leasing permit application in order to push the permit through.

For example, Big Horn Leasing’s 2024 water marketing application for Highway 200 W claims that
the physical availability of water for extraction is 36,309 acre-feet per year. However, a 2014
application for the same three wells by IAP Worldwide Services indicates availability of just 3,030
acre-feet per year: a twelve-fold disparity between the two applications. The DNRC Water Bureau
Chief Nathaniel T. Ward was involved in both applications processes.

DNRC hydrogeologist Jack Landers, in water court deposition documents, has acknowledged his
awareness that the same technical analysis report was used for both applications despite the
contradictory conclusions drawn. The 2014 application’s pump test data was also used for the 2024
application. The data reveals that the lowest-producing well, when tested at a 72-hour continual
production rate, caused notable stress to the aquifer—signifying limited physical availability of water
in that well. In fact, after 33 hours of continual pumping at 37 gallons per minute, both the well tested
and the observation wells became stressed.

DNRC’s data reveals that extracting just 73,260 gallons a year would substantially stress the aquifer
and affect neighboring homes and agricultural wells. 73,260 gallons represents less than ¥4 Acre Foot,
indicating that pumping just 1/10 of 1% or 0.001% of Big Horn Leasing’s requested 229 AF per year
stresses the aquifer the surrounding community relies on for clean drinking water. Prolonged and
continuous groundwater withdrawal using industrial pumps can loosen debris by rapid drawdown in
surrounding wells, introducing contaminates that present as black, yellow, brackish or muddy water.



Yet, in accordance with Director Yang’s “until there isn’t one drop left” statement, the DNRC intends
to permit this well, in addition to two nearby wells, for year-round continuous extraction of 142.8
gallons per minute from a 40 acre parcel. See Complaint letter to the DEQ for further details.

Presently, the DNRC, who provides DRWA with state funding, is permitting four groundwater permits
for industrial water marketing in Richland County. Together, these permits total 359 million gallons of
water extraction annually. Simultaneously, the DRWA Feasibility Report 2-29 claims that “the City of
Sidney area is reporting at three feet per year of decline.” Of the four permits, two are located adjacent
to Sidney, and request extraction of a combined 252 million gallons annually from the same aquifer.
The DNRC did not send a public notice to the city, despite the Department listing Sidney’s municipal
wells as being affected.

Eastern Montana’s way of life, property values, and industries depend on potable, local water
resources. Through supporting massive industrial water marketing applications in the DRWA service
area, the DNRC can knowingly permit contamination and depletion of potable water resources until
the claimed “dire need for clean drinking water” is achieved. Rural residents will then be forced to pay
for DRWA’s $5,000 hookup fee and expensive, perpetual subscription, enriching a few government-
aligned actors at the expense of Eastern Montana’s constituents. Constituents should not be divested of
their rights, potable water, and property values in order to benefit a struggling water authority.

We respectfully ask for your leadership and prudent stewardship of existing clean drinking water
resources and the independence of Eastern Montana’s communities. Your dedication to regulatory
accountability and responsible development of local oil and gas resources is vital for the prosperity of
eastern Montana’s present and future generations.

Respectfully,

Daniela Johnson Bennion
Montana Clean Water Watchdogs




Fossil Fuels

Treating Texas’ Oilfield Wastewater Could
Require More Energy Than Most US States

One company wants small nuclear reactors to power the energy-
intensive process of purifying vast volumes of toxic “produced
water” for use in agriculture and industry.

By Dylan Baddour ¥
& March 24,2025




February 18, 2026

Director Sonja Nowakowski '

Montana Department of Envrronmental Qualrty B
1520 E 6th Avenue = - A
PO Box200901 - o Co

Helena, Montana 59601-0901 o -

Water Marketmg App]lcat1on No. 42M 30163320 © -
Dear Director Sonja Nowakowsk1

Please accept this:letter as a complaint regarding suspected mishandled and illegally dumped frack -
wastewater at Big Horn Leasing, LLC’s address 12293.CR 344 and: H1ghway 200 West in Sidney, .
Montana 59270. . - Lo " e :

Enclosed are satellite images of Big Horn Leasing’s. property, which appear to show open pits with
visibly impounded and unnaturally colored water from August 2024. An anonymous source informed
us, “I am 99% sure that those pits had contammated frack water in them ?

The discolored water aligns wrth photos, of toxrc produced ‘water, mcludmg the photo in.the a1t1c1e
provided with this letter. The discoloration is discernible on multiple platforms, including: Apple
Maps, Google Earth, DNRC Water Rights Query-System, Montana Cadastral, Maxar, and the
Montana Sage Grouse Habltat Conservatlon Program websrte

Apple Maps also captures what appears to be an mdustnal pump and lay ﬂat hose that can be visibly
traced from the northwest corner of the westernmaost pit to a frack site nearby. To our knowledge, Big
Horn Leasing had neither a permit for pumping nor for impounding fresh or produced oilfield
wastewater. Yet the company has produced recelpts froin 2024 for fresh water sales and “Rent at
Man Camp pits.” Brg Horn s p1ts are located on a hlgh plateau that is dry farmed and lacks irrigation
pivots. - .

The 2024 water marketmg sales by Blg Hom Leasmg comcrde w1th nelghbormg wells drawmg air

water filled with silt 4nd mud, whrch progressrvely worsened over time. "

] v

On February 11, 2025, resrdents met w1th the Rlchland County Commrsswners at the county
courthouse to request assistance with contamination affecting our wells. During this meeting, the
commissioners stated that they did not have the authority to intervene, despite their positions as
commissioners and as key members of the County s Public Health Board -

Inan apparent conflict of interest, Big: Horn Leasmg § lTll’n Partin is-a ﬁrst cousin of Richland
County Commissioner Duane Mitchell. Both Tim and Cherise Partin (now Dahl) were in attendance.
In the presence of the commissioners and other witnesses, Mr. Partin asserted to me, “I have a
question for ya. How’d you like a feedlot above ya?” thereby nnplymg that he would place a feedlot
above my home as punishmeént for reporting coritamination. '



Ms. Partin (Dahl) added, “I know where you live. I drive by your house every day.”™

Following the meeting, litter and glass bottles were repeatedly smashed on the entrance tomy ..
property. The pattern of dumping and smashing appeared intentional and targeted. Take-out
containers, Busch Light cans, Coke Zero cans, and bottles of Clearly Canadian flavored sparkiing
water were consistently smashed in the same spot from February to August 2025. Scattered, broken
glass was strewn across the entirety of the entryway, and affected car tires. The litter abruptly ceased,
after the installation of a security camera overlooking the highway entrance.

!

On March 7, 2025, my family and I lodged a complaint with the Richland County Sheriff’s. Office
and provided the responding deputy with examples of the Partin’s d1sparag1ng sooxal media
comments toward me.

For. instance, Cherise Partin-wrote in a Facebook comment: “Imagine being such-a miserable, -
uninformed, ficticious, lie spreading human that there is actually state legislation being passed just to
shut your looney ass up and put you in your place.....that would be YOU Daniella Bennion.” :

She also commented, “Do you'realize the Glasgow DNRC did 4 site visits last summer to the
property?” . - Co a1t . :

In spring 2025, Big Horn Leasing’s pits again eohtained water, as shown in the attached Google
Maps imagery. By-June 2025, several springs stopped flowing completely, ponds dry cracked for the
first time, and wetlands that had sustained continuous. flow for the'last 75 years dried out. Durmg this
period, noticeable declines in bird and'insect populatlons were also observed co

Notably, DNRC records indicate that on July 11 2025 Tnn Partm of B1g Horn Leasmg contacted the
Department’s Glasgow Regional Director' Lih-An Yang:. She wrote an interdepartmental note, “He
asked what the fine is for pumpmg without a permlt? I said $1000/day and it’s-not-a good idea.”™

k)

Add1tlonally, durmg a dep051t10n related to thls matter Bxg Horn Leasmg s legal counsel mstructed a
participant: “Pretend they weren’t pumping.” ThlS statement raises serious concerns regardmg the
accuracy of representatlons made about pumpmg activity and the transparency of Big Horn Leasing’s
operations.

On October 5, 2025 I recelved a call ﬁ'om a, concerned md1V1dua1 in the, oil industry, who warned
that, “Someone is going to get hurt.” Eyew1messes are afraid to report the pumping for fear of.
retaliation against their persons and property; several have stated “I don’t want my cows shot.” In
June 2025, Tim Partin allegedly was removed from the Wel]s Fargo’ Sldney Branch lobby by pohce
escort. | . . - ot . :

The Water ‘Rjght Dislaute Options tmder the lDNI‘{C Water_fi{‘eso,ll_lrces,Dlivisiorr, state,.“It is surp_r_isiqg :
how many water disputes can be settled once the parties just start talking.” A property owner

contacted Tim Partin to make a call about the 111egal pumpmg Inthe call Partin. stated “That ‘
Bennion woman is f---—=-- 1gnorant oo e “

The same Water nght Dlspute Optlons document also statee, “You should be prepared to 1n1t1ate
enforcement of your own.” We respectfully ask the Departments to clarify how citizens are meant to

J



personaily enforce the law—particularly for an errant faction of the oil industry that has disparaged
and intimidated residents, and appears emboldened by close familial ties with elected officials.

In early 2025, multiple families contacted the DEQ and the DNRC to report eyewitness accounts of
‘illegal pumping and transfer of state waters by Big Horn Leasing. We would like to inquire as to the
actions undertaken by the departments to investigate these reports, and the formal status of the
reports submitted.

We also question the DNRC’s issuance of a 10 acre-foot water marketing permit to Cherise Partin of
Big Horn Leasing in October 2025, which appears to allow continned monetization of groundwater
despite unresolved enforcement concerns. Further, Partin is currently applying for an additional 500
acre feet of Montana’s water resources for water marketing under Application No. 42M 30164947,
Yellowstone Land & Livestock. The value of this water marketing is worth millions of dollars
annually.

If granted before the issues of illegal pumping and impoundment of produced, contaminated water
are resolved, it may appear to affected citizens that family relations of elected officials are being
enriched at the expense of the public through the permitting and regulation processes entrusted to the
DNRC and DEQ.

It may also appear that the DNRC and DEQ have come to favor these relations over the ecological
health of Montana. For the benefit of current and future generations, we ask that a thorough
investigation of illegal activity occur before rewarding these individuals further with our state’s
resources.

Qur persons, families, and properties are at risk. Those who have searched for answers to
unprecedented contamination have been threatened and disparaged.

We ask that the DNRC and DEQ use their regulatory oversight and enforcement authority to protect
our community, and communities like it, from further contamination of potable water. The health and
safety of farmers, ranchers, other oil field businesses, and families in Eastern Montana depend on
your commitment to the common good.

Coordinates of the Big Horn Leasing, LLC property:

47.68593 North, 104.29637 South: Section 08, Township 22 North, Range 58 East

Sincerely,

Daniela Johnson Bennion
Montana Clean Water
P.O Box 1010

Sidney, Montana 59270



February 18, 2026

Director Sonja Nowakowski

Montana Department of Envn'onmental Quality
1520 E 6th Avenue

PO Box 200901

Helena, Montana 59601-0901

Water Marketmg Application No. 42M 30163320
Dear Du'ector Son_la Nowakowski,

Please accept this letter as a complaint regarding suspected mishandled and illegally dumped frack
wastewater at Big Horn Leasing, LLC’s address: 12293 CR 344 and Highway 200 West in Sidney,
Montana 59270.

Enclosed are satellite images of Big Horn Leasing’s property, which appear to show open pits with
visibly impounded and unnaturally colored water from August 2024. An anonymous source informed
us, “T'am 99% sure that those pits had contaminated frack water in them.”

The discolored water aligns with photos of toxic produced water, including the photo in the article
provided with this letter, The discoloration is discernible on multiple platforms, including: Apple
Maps, Google Earth, DNRC Water Rights Query System, Montana Cadastral,- Maxar, and the
Montana Sage Grouse Habitat Conservation Program website.

Apple Maps also captures what appears to be an industrial pump and lay flat hose that can be visibly
traced from the northwest corner of the westernmost pit to a frack site nearby. To our knowledge, Big
Horn Leasing had neither a permit for pumping nor for impounding fresh or produced oilfield
wastewater. Yet the company has produced receipts from 2024 for fresh water sales and “Rent at
Man Camp pits.” Big Horn’s pits are located on a high plateau that is dry farmed and lacks irrigation
pivots. - .

The 2024 water marketing sales by Big Horn Leasing coincide with neighboring wells drawing air
and experiencing unprecedented contamination. Reported contamination included yellow and black
water filled with silt and mud, which progressively worsened over time.

On February 11, 2025, residents met with the Richland County Commissioners at the county
courthouse to request assistance with contamination affecting our wells. During this meeting, the
commissioners stated that they did not have the authority to intervene, despite their pos 1t10ns as
commissioners and as key members of the County’s Public Health Board.

In an apparent conflict of interest, Big Horn Leasing’s Tun Partm is a first cousin of Rlchland
County Commissioner Duane Mitchell. Both Tim and Cherise Partin (now Dahl) were in attendance.
In the presence of the commissioners and other witnesses, Mr. Partin asserted to me, “I have a
question for ya. How’d you like a feedlot above ya?” thereby implying that he would place a feedlot
above my home as punishment for reporting contamination.



Ms. Partin (Dahl) added, “I know where you live. I drive by your house every day.”

Following the meeting, litter and glass bottles were repeatedly smashed on the entrance to my
property. The pattern of dumping and smashing appeared intentional and targeted. Take-out
containers, Busch Light cans, Coke Zero cans, and bottles of Clearly Canadian flavored sparkling
water were consistently smashed in the same spot from February to August 2025. Scattered, broken
glass was strewn across the entirety of the entryway, and affected car tires. The litter abruptly ceased
after the installation of a security camera overlooking the highway entrance.

On March 7, 2025, my family and I lodged a complaint with the Richland County Sheriff’s Office
and provided the responding deputy with examples of the Partin’s dxsparagmg social media
comments toward me.

For instance, Cherise Partin wrote in a Facebook comment: “Imagine being such a miserable,
uninformed, ficticious, lie spreading human that there is actually state legislation being passed just to
shut your looney ass up and put you in your place.....that would be YOU Daniella Bennion,”

She also commented, “Do you realize the Glasgow DNRC did 4 site visits last summer to the
property?”

In spring 2025, Big Horn Leasing’s pits again contained water, as shown in the attached Google
Maps imagery. By June 2025, several springs stopped flowing completely, ponds dry cracked for the
first time, and wetlands that had sustained continuous flow for the last 75 years dried out. During this
period, noticeable declines in bird and insect populations were also observed.

Notably, DNRC records indicate that on July 11, 2025, Tim Partin of Big Horn Leasing contacted the
Department’s Glasgow Regional Director Lih-An Yang. She wrote an interdepartmental note, “He
asked what the fine is for pumping without a permit? I said $1000/day and it’s not a good idea.”

Additionally, during a deposition related to this matter, Big Horn Leasing’s legal counsel instructed a
participant: “Pretend they weren’t pumping.” This statement raises serious concerns regarding the
accuracy of representations made about pumping activity and the transparency of Big Horn Leasing’s
operations.

On October 5, 2025, I received a call from a concerned individual in the oil industry, who warned
that, “Someone is going to get hurt.” Eyewitnesses are aftaid to report the pumping for fear of
retaliation against their persons and property; several have stated, “I don’t want my cows shot.” In
June 2025, Tim Partin allegedly was removed from the Wells Fargo Sldney Branch lobby by police
escort.

The Water Right Dispute Options under the DNRC Water Resources Division state, “It is surprising
how many water disputes can be settled once the parties just start talking.” A property owner
contacted Tim Partin to make a call about the illegal pumping. In the cal] Partin stated, “That
Bennion woman is f------- ignorant.”

The same Water Right Dispute Options document also states, “You should be prepared to initiate
enforcement of your own.” We respectfully ask the Departments to clarify how citizens are meant to



personally enforce the law—particularly for an errant faction of the oil industry that has disparaged
and intimidated residents, and appears emboldened by close familial ties with elected officials.

In earty 2025, multiple families contacted the DEQ and the DNRC to report eyewitness accounts of
illegal pumping and transfer of state waters by Big Horn Leasing. We would like to inquire as to the
actions undertaken by the departments to investigate these reports, and the formal status of the
reports submitted.

We also question the DNRC’s issuance of a 10 acre-foot water marketing permit to Cherise Partin of
Big Horn Leasing in October 2025, which appears to allow continued monetization of groundwater
despite unresolved enforcement concerns. Further, Partin is currently applying for an additional 500
acre feet of Montana’s water resources for water marketing under Application No. 42M 30164947,
Yellowstone Land & Livestock. The value of this water marketing is worth millions of dollars
annually,

If granted before the issues of illegal pumping and impoundment of produced, contaminated water
are resolved, it may appear to affected citizens that family relations of elected officials are being
enriched at the expense of the public through the permitting and regulation processes entrusted to the
DNRC and DEQ.

It may also appear that the DNRC and DEQ have come to favor these relations over the ecological
health of Montana. For the benefit of current and future generations, we ask that a thorough
investigation of illegal activity occur before rewarding these individuals further with our state’s
resources.

Our persons, families, and properties are at risk. Those who have searched for answers to
unprecedented contamination have been threatened and disparaged.

We ask that the DNRC and DEQ use their regulatory oversight and enforcement authority to protect
our community, and communities like it, from further contamination of potable water. The health and
safety of farmers, ranchers, other oil field businesses, and families in Eastern Montana depend on
your commitment to the common good.

Coordinates of the Big Horn Leasing, LLC property:
47.68593 North, 104.29637 South: Section 08, Township 22 North, Range 58 East

Sincerely,

Daniela Johnson Bennion
Montana Clean Water
P.O Box 1010

Sidney, Montana 59270
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DNRC Drains Aquifers to Make Way for Senator Daines' Rural Water Authority

By: Daniela Johnson Bennion
Montana Clean Water

Although funding a vast utility to sell
water to rural Montanans may appear
philanthropic, simultaneously divesting
and contaminating potable groundwater
to justify the utility is not. Yet, Senator
Daines and the Montana Department of
Natural Resources and Conservation
(DNRC) do not seem to find these
actions contradictory.

While the DNRC supports draining
potable groundwater for fracking “until
there isn't one drop left,” Senator Daines
is drafting a congressional bill to
authorize the Dry-Redwater Regional
Water Authorization Act, which plans to
appropriate $502,000,000 in federal
taxpayer dollars for construction.

Dry-Redwater Regional Water
Authority’s (DRWA) planned Highway
200 W extension in Richland County is at
the heart of the project, and is also
located exactly where the DNRC is
permitting Big Hom Leasing, LLC to
extract 75 million gallons of
groundwater annually for fracking.

Twenty-one families, including
farmers and ranchers, submitted
comments warning that the application's
continual industrial extraction would
threaten wells that supply drinking water.
Commenters stated that the area's
“aquifer is very high quality drinking
water,” and that “the permit would pull
water out of surrounding people's storage
aquifers.”

The DNRC dismissed these objections
as trifling and relied on geologically
questionable data, including citing the
Yellowstone River, 6.5 miles away and
230 feet below the bottom of Big Hom
Leasing's wells, as the depletion source.
Additionally, the DNRC disregarded
pump test data and failed to account for

impacts on nearby springs, creeks, and
wetlands that would be vulnerable to
depletion.

The DNRC, which administers
DRWA's grants, is permitting four
industrial groundwater applications in
Richland County, including Big Horn's
application. All are located within two
miles of DRWA's proposed service lines
to rural users. Together, the four permits
would extract 359 million gallons of
fresh water annually.

To protect rural wells from depletion,
Montana Clean Water gathered 778
petition signatures from constituents and
delivered them to Montana's
congressional delegation, including
Senator Daines. The petition requests
that government “ensure a fair and
transparent assessment of actual water
needs in Eastern Montana before any
additional federal funding is awarded to
the DRWA” and “hold agencies
accountable for actions that compromise
property rights, endanger natural
resources, and threaten the independence
ofrural communities.”

Daines' office dismissed constituents'
concerns and wrote that the Yellowstone
River and watershed were already
contaminated, reasoning, “These reports
predate the Big Horn Leasing LLC water

use permit and speak to the history of
water quality issues in the region that
would exist regardless.”

However, DRWA's 2025 Feasibility
Report states, “Well water quality
sampling across the DRWA service area
shows that between four 1o ten percent of
wells produce water that violates U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) human health standards,”
implying that ninety to ninety-six
percent of wells in DRWA's service area
do not violate these standards.

Further, the Senator's response
disregards existing sources of clean
drinking water in the area, as well as a
crucial right of Montanan landowners: to
rely on our wells rather than government
chlorinated and controlled water.

We ask Congress to ensure that the
DNRC's actions do not deplete or
contaminate existing potable
groundwater to justify authorizing
federal taxpayer funds for DRWA.

Protecting water resources will
require Montanans to stand up for our
right to a share of our state's natural
resources. If you believe private wells
should net be sacrificed for a
government water utility's profit,
contact Senator Daines' office at (202)-
244-2651.




MILL LEVY MISCHIEF:

Richland County Commissioners Raised Countywide Fund by 100%

Richland County Commissioners met on September 15,
20235, for a public hearing to accept comments on the proposed
budget for Richland County, fiscal year ending June 30, 2026.
The budget included the county's updated mill levies (property
tax rates) for the 2025-2026 fiscal year.

“Present at the hearing was Stephanie Verhasselt, Richland
County Clerk & Recorder, to present the copies of the budget.
There was no opposition to the proposed budget for Richland
County for fiscal year end June 30, 2026,” states Richland
County Resolution 2025-12, which was signed by Richland
County Commissioners Loren Young, Shane Gorder, and
Duane Mitchell.

A month later, in mid-October, property tax statements were
mailed, with heavy increases felt throughout Richland County.

During a meeting with the press on December 22, 2025,
Commissioner Duane Mitchell stated that the commissioners
had raised mill levies from 130to 160,

According to a Sidney Herald article published on January
10, 2026, “Mitchell explained that while the county set its mill
levy at 160, it has effectively operated at about 130 mills over
the past eight years.” Additionally, “Commissioner Shane
Gorder noted that 160 mills are the maximum the county can
set without seeking voter approval for an increase in mill
levies.” (““A Taxing Discussion™)

The Richland County Budget for the Fiscal Year ending June
30, 2026 reveals a different accounting. The Countywide Fund
was raised from 128.51 to 256.78 mills, a 100% increase.

The County Road Fund was raised from 89.49 to 154.82
mills, a 73% increase.

The following charts display mill levies from the 2026
Richland County Budget's Mill Levy Ten-Year History and
Analysis:

Countywide Fund
Fiscal Year Current Year Actual Mill Levy
2024-2025 128.51 (Rounded 130)
2025-2026 256.78

Road Fund

Fiscal Year Current Year Actual Mill Levy
2024-2025 89.49
2025-2026 154.82 (Rounded 160}

It appears that a raise from approximately 130 to 160 mills
was implemented by the Commissioners, but not within the
same fund.

In a Roundup article published January 7, 2026,
Commissioner Mitchell claims, “The general fund is 60 mills,
but the road fund is 89 mills. So instead of charging 89 mills
next year, we'll hopefully charge 50 mills to make up the
difference because we are going to use the surplus to pay that
down.”(“Richland County Commissioners Discuss Changes in
Property Taxes”).While the commissioner claimed that the
Road Fund is levied at 89 mills, Richland County property tax
statements and the county budget both show that the Road
Fund is currently set at 154.82 mills.

Property tax statements have three categories of mill levies:
School Funds, County Funds, and Other Funds. Fall 2025 tax
staternents list the County Fund at 411.6 mills, an increase from
218.0 mills in fall 2024.

The Countywide Fund's 256.78 mills for 2025-26, as listed
on the Richland County Mill Levy Ten-Year History, can be
calculated from a Richland County tax bill by subtracting the
Road Fund (154.82) from County mills (411.6).

The bulk of the claimed 42.5% overall tax increase was
driven by the County and Road Funds. In comparison, the
School Fund increased by 7.6% and the Other Fund by 13%
from the previous year's tax statements.

Combined, the totals for each mill levy category—259.81
Total School mills, 411.6 Total County mills, and 15.9 Total
Other mills—add up to 687.31 mills, a 45.2%, rather than
42.5%, increase over the prior tax year.

Several notable increases under the Countywide Fund
include:

Fund Milis 2024/25 | Mills 2025/26 | Increase
Bridge 12,050 24.000 99%
County Planning 0.360 8.150 2,164%
Employer Contributions- | 4.640 52.300 1,027%
Central Garage

Why have the commissioners chosen to increase county
taxes so steeply when inflation is projected to average 3%
annually? How are the commissioners planning to spend the
increase in taxpayer funds?

According to Commissioner Mitchell, “That 42% is not a tax
increase, it's a revenue increase.” He continues, “It doesn't
mean we have to spend it unless we have legislators that force
us.” {The Roundup, January 7, 2026)

When Richland County property owners receive their tax
statements this spring, they can be comforted that, although
every mill levied on their bill reflects a dollar amount owed to
the county, it isn't considered a tax by county leadership. It's
just revenue—revenue that is at the commissioners' discretion
to spend liberally.

The 2026 Richland County Budget, which incfudes Richland
County Resolution 2025-12 and mill levy details, can be
accessed at:

https://mtlgsb.my.site.com/s/budget/related/a0e PUOOOOOC]
ZZAYAN/Combined Attachments

By: Daniela Johnson Bennion
Montana Clean Water

This publication paid forby:

MontanaClean Water
POBox1010
Sidney, Montana 59270

MCW is solely responsible forits contents.




I e T T

Turning Water into Gold: Racketeering in Richland Countyh‘.5

According to the Montana Department
of Natural Resources and Conservation
(DNRC), “The state of water resources
and associated infrastructure in Eastern
Montana is dire. The vast majority of
those living in the area do not have in-
home access to a water source fit for
human consumption.” (DNRC and
Richland County Grant Agreement,
October 22,2024, pg. 3).

On October 22, 2024, Richland County
Commissioner Duane Mitchell signed a
contract with DNRC Director Amanda
Kaster for federal American Rescue Plan
Act (ARPA) funds. The funds were
directed to the Dry-Redwater Water
Authority (DRWA) to “bring clean
drinking water” to the residents of
Highway 200 W in Richland County.

Eight days later, the DNRC sent
notices informing property owners in the
same area that they were permitting the
extraction of 75 million gallons (229
acre-feet) of groundwater annually for
fracking to Big Horn Leasing, LLC.

Twenty-one families submitted
comments to the DNRC, noting that
depleting a small rain-fed, high plateau
aquifer's potable water for fracking is not
only unnecessary, but harmful to the local
economy of farmers, ranchers, and the
ability of residents to subsist on their
land.

Commenters stated that the “aquifer is
very high quality drinking water and
should be preserved for future

generations,” and that “the permit would
pull water out of surrounding people's
storage aquifers.”

Residents also noted that Big Hom
Leasing, LLC's proprietor had “already
sold frac water without water rights or
permit.”

Families reported unprecedented
discoloration of well water and pumps
“sucking air” during the summer and fall
of 2024, and believed the muddy
contamination was due to illegal
pumping by Big Horn Leasing.

Satellite imagery from 2024 shows an
industrial pump and lay flat hose that can
be traced to an oil well near Big Horn
Leasing's property. The property's pits
appear to be filled with millions of
gallons of water.

The DNRC acknowledged that
“twenty-one comments were received
regarding adverse effect” in local wells,
but dismissed thermn as “de minimis,” a
legal term meaning “trifling”—too small
to consider. The Department concluded
that Big Horn's permit should be granted.

In a meeting with a Hwy 200 W
resident on February 7, 2025, DNRC
Regional Director Yang stated that the
Department would continue to permit
groundwater for fracking “until there isn't
one drop left.”

Subsequently, residents contacted the
Dry-Redwater Water Authority (DRWA)
about the apparent conflict of interest: the
DNRC facilitates DRWA's mission to
“bring clean drinking water” while, at the
same time and in the same location,
permitting millions of gallons of clean
drinking water to be used for fracking.

DRWA dismissed the concerns, but
encouraged residents to sign up for their
upcoming Highway 200 W project with
an initial $5,000 hookup fee, and
promptly emailed a DRWA User
Agreement.

On February 11, 2025, affected
residents met with the Richland County
Commissioners to seek assistance with
contamination and the threat to potable
groundwater and property values.
Commissioner Loren Young, who
presides as chairman of the Richland
County Board of Health, stated that the

commissioners didn't have the power to
3

help. “We don't have the authority,”
Young claimed.

Commissioner Mitchell deflected,
“This is a DNRC matier.”

Commissioner Gorder stated, “I'm not
stopping that process. I'm not stopping
that process.”

One month earlier, on January 14,
2025, the Richland County Board of
Health minutes state: “Commissioner
Gorder shared that there are some 1ssues
with landowners on the Lambert
Highway concerning water. The
Commissioners plan to visit with the
State for guidance.”

One day earlier, on February 10, 2025,
Commissioner Mitchell and DNRC
Director Kaster signed an ARPA Grant
Closeout Report for DRWA's Highway
200 W extension to provide $781,422.50
in federal funds.

According to the report, the Highway
200 W project will cost $13,669,197 for
65 connections, including 27 empty lots:
$210,295.34 taxpayer dollars per
connection.

In March, residents met with state
officials in Helena, where DNRC
Administrator Pakenham-Stevenson
claimed, “our hands are tied,” as DNRC
Director Kaster, DEQ Director
Nowakowski, and a representative from
the Governor's office looked on.

All nature photos were taken
in Richiand County.
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We created a small nonprofit, Montana
Clean Water, and wrote mailers about the
apparent conflicts of interest in
government.

In response, the DRWA board sent a
Cease and Desist Letter that demanded a
full retraction of “completely baseless,
misleading, and defamatory™ statements
“designed to create public distrust and
fear about water access and change”
(Apnil 30, 2025).

Notably, on May 1, 2025, the DRWA
Coordinator wrote in an internal email to
the DRWA board, “Sadly, I think MCW's
[Montana Clean Water's] core concern is
legitimate and they should get the
answers they seek about the aquifer.”

The Cease and Desist Letter also
claimed, “Your recent public
communications recklessly and falsely
accuse DRWA of collusion with the
Montana Department of Naturai
Resources (DNRC) and Richland
County in connection with a Big Hom
water permit application.”

We invite the community to become
acquainted with the interconnected
relationships since discovered between
the entities listed: DNRC, DRWA,
Richland County and Big Hom Leasing,
LG

1. Richland County Commissioner
Duane Mitchell and the owner of Big
Horn Leasing are first cousins.

2. Commissioner Loren Young and
DRWA Vice Chair Richard “Dick”

Iversen are in-laws; Commissioner
Young's daughter is married to Iversen's
SON.

3. Iversen's son is listed with the
Montana Secretary of State as an agent of
Agri Industries. “Agri Industries-Inc is
the apparent low bidder on the DRWA
Hwy 200W Ph 1 Water Main Ext., with
the low bid of $804,761.00 USD, Bids
were opened on June 18, 2025.”
(Montana Bid Network)

4, In addition to the DRWA board,
Iversen is on the DNRC Resource
Conservation Advisory Council, the
Richland County Conservation District,
and the Missouri River Conservation
District.

“Through purposeful
well depletion and
contamination,
residents could be
forced to subsidize
water marketing and
DRWA projects with
their taxes and
pocketbooks, enriching
a well-connected few at
the expense of the
majority--"

As Highway 200 W property owners
struggle to protect their groundwater
from DNRC's “no drops left” policy
(most have one or a few acre-feet per
year), the DNRC Water Rights Query
System and the Groundwater
Information Center show that the Iversen
family has been accruing vast reserves
for themselves.

The family has over 3,000 acre-feet of
water—at least 1,000,000,000 gallons
annually. The family owns more
Montanan water rights than the entire
City of Sidney, which has 1,792 acre-feet
annually.

In fact, members of the DRWA board
collectively hold over 4,400 acre-feet of
water rights (1.4 billion gallons),

4

exceeding the amount held by the DRWA
itself.

At the same time the DRWA Board
sent a Cease and Desist letter to stop
“distrust and fear about water access and
change,” DRWA Vice Chair Dick
Iversen's son was seeking a water
marketing permit of 860.17 acre-feet,
worth millions of dollars annually, from
the Missouri River.

The Iversens also sought 560.25 acre-
feet from the Richland County
Conservation District's water right
allotment for irrigation. The DNRC
approved both permits.

One acre-foot of water for fracking is
worth at least $3,500. Once permitted, the
water marketer pays nothing to the state
for the water.

It seems that the DNRC is actively
permitting potable water to be drained for
fracking, while simultaneously securing
federal ARPA funds “to provide
dependable, safe, quality drinking water
(DRWA-Hwy 200 W Water Project
Grant Agreement, pg. 13).”

“Well water quality sampling across
the DRWA's service area shows that
between four and ten percent of wells
produce water that violates EPA human
health standards,” claims the DRWA
Feasibility Report (October 2025, pp. 4-
21).

Does this mean that 90 to 96 percent of
wells in the DRWA's service area do not
“violate standards?” Perhaps the vast
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majority of Eastern Montanans are not in
dire need of clean drinking water after all.

Yet, DRWA's 2024-2025 Work Plan
states: “At full build out, DRWA intends
to service the towns of Circle, Richey,
Jordan, Glendive, Sidney, and Fairview;
the unincorporated towns of Lambert,
Savage, Bloomficld, Brockway, Brusett,
Cohagen Lindsay, Sand Springs, and
Vida, water districts of Highland Park,
Forrest Park, Spring Grove, and
Whispering Trees, as well as all rural
users in the service area.”

Under the DNRC's “no drops left”
policy, the government can create a “dire
need” for clean drinking water along
Highway 200 W, and potentially for “all
rural users” in DRWA's service area.
Through purposeful well depletion and
contamination, residents could be forced
to subsidize water marketing and DRWA
projects with their taxes and

pocketbooks, enriching a well-connected
few at the expense of the
majority—including the Richland
County Commissioners' families, which
appear to be positioned to financially gain
from that reality.

Is it acceptable that our government
creates a problem and then offers to fix it
with taxpayer funds?

Richland County residents deserve
ethical behavior from those we invest
with governing power and taxpayer
funding. Ask elected officials and the
DNRC to fulfill their promises to “ensure
Montana's land and water resources
provide benefits for present and future
generations.”

Daniela Johnson Bennion
Montana Clean Water

Supporting documents can be found on
montanacleanwater.com

“Richland County residents
deserve ethical behavior
from those we invest with
governing power and
taxpayer funding.”

Office of Senator Steve Daines | daines.senate.gov

funds-"

“We ask Congress to ensure that
the DNRC’s actions do not
deplete or contaminate existing
potable groundwater to justify
authorizing federal taxpayer

“I'm soon going to release a bill to begin
construction of the Dry Redwater Rural Water
Project. [ know these are kind of in the weeds, but
will tell you what, as you know, Mr. Secretary,
somebody who's been the governor of North
Dakota, these projects are absolutely lifelines for
our ag community and, frankly, just to have clean
water to drink. These are sometimes Third World
kind of problems, believe it or not, we have in
some of these under-served areas across states
like Montana, to help towns like Circle,
Montana, Jordan, Montana. All these will need
your support and funding to complete.”

-Senator Daines, April 29,2026

“Is it acceptable that our
government creates a problem
and then offers to fix it with
taxpayer funds?”

Montana Clean |
Water

_]om the fight against

overnment

®\verreach

montanacleanwater.com FB I




RICHLANDP COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS

* DNRC Drains Aquifers to
Make Way for Senator Daines’
Rural Water Authority

* Mill Levy Mischief: Richland
County Commissioners Raised
Countywide Fund by_100%

* Turning Water into Gold:
Racketeering in Richland
County?

Montana Clean Water is a community organization
that works to protect clean water for agricultural
and residential needs, and seeks to bring awareness
about issues and practices which may affect
water quality and availability.

If you would like to sponsor or support our work,
please send tax-deductible donations to:
Montana Clean Water
P.O. Box 1010
Sidney, Montana 59270
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P.0. Box 1049

Sidney, MT 59270

BIll To: EMEP Operating, LLC

Address: Attn: Accounts Payable, Two Allen
Centar 1200 Smith St, Houston, TX
17002

Invoice For: Freshwater, Man camp

Item # Description

Bbls 1/1/24 - 6/15/24
Bbls
8bls
Bbis
Bbis
Bbis
TOTAL BBLS

Make all checks payable to Big Horn Leasing LLC.

#0§-113-3464
Email:
Qty
78340 §
$
$
$
$
$
78340

Unit Price

B

&

8

B

B

Emall

Website

2164

6/25/2024

Discount
Invoice Subtotal

Other
TOTAL

il

Price

$35,253.00

BHLO0265
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P.O. Box 1049

Slgin\ey, MT Ss270 -

Bill To: EMEP Operating, LLC

Addross: Attn: Atcounts Payable, Two Allen
Center 1200 Smith 5, Houston, TX
77002 '

Website

e P S WNLE N P L A0 SOV RS SR MRS R S -y

2165 -
6/25/2024

Involco For: Rent at Man Camp pits

ltem & Description Qty Unit Price

_ . B S
Rent : 50000 : - Y - §0,000.00,
: 's 0.55 s .
i § 0.65 ! 8 -
ey : S Y
' 5 0.65' is, .

i . A :
I i$ 0.65 vs -
o e e e e e - vt e} -
‘ TOTAL ' i . 50000 i -$ -
— - e e e ;

L

Vh e e e e,

; InvoleeSubtotal |§ - 50,000.00

{
- Other [ .

JTOTAL 7 $50,000.00

Make a1l checks payable to Big Ham Leasing LLC.

BHL0266

ey

-



P.0.Box 1049

Sidney, MT 59270

Blll To:
Address:

Tnvolco For:

Item &

Bh.k o ,__:g,;f;'-tmmi'&'; _mgs;: ; -
- : - - , s. -
w; e - 3 .
_am._ R e e _.s._n
;u; T . . - s
;bll - 7 ‘ls F
- TOTAL asui : k 14'195,;

v

L T

EMEP Operating, LLC
Attn: Accounts Payable, Two Allen
Center 1200 Smith St, Houston, TX

77002

Freshwater, Man Camp

Description

_Make sl checks payable to Big Hom Leasing UL,

406-433-5464

Emall:

Unit Price

Qty

Emall:

Wabsite

2173
71222024

Discount

045 .

0.65

0.65

i
H
]
}
1
i
I
}

'8

PO

LETRY

+
!
i
3

v

o peers ge e
LAy

“

invokce Subtotal |\ § .

Other

T

w

b

Price
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PRESS RELEASE

Contact information:

TXO Partners

Brent W. Clum

President, Business Operations & CFO
817.334.7800

ir@txopartners.com

Release Date:
June 25, 2024

TXO PARTNERS, L.P. ANNOUNCES COMMENCEMENT OF UNDERWRITTEN PUBLIC
OFFERING

FORT WORTH, TX — June 25, 2024 ~ TXO Partners, L.P. (NYSE: TXO) (“TXO") today
announced, subject to market and other conditions, the commencement of an underwritten public
offering of 5,000,000 common units representing limited partner interests in TXO (the “common
units”). TXO expects to grant the underwriters a 30 day option to purchase up to an additional
750,000 common units at the public offering price, less underwriting discounts and commissions.
TXO intends to use the net proceeds from this offering, if consummated, to fund a portion of the
cash consideration for the previously announced asset acquisitions from Eagle Mountain Energy
Partners and a private company (the “Acquisitions”). The offering is not conditioned on the
consummation of either of the Acquisitions. Pending the closing of the Acquisitions, and in the
event that either of the Acquisitions are not completed, the proceeds from the offering will be used
to repay the outstanding borrowings under TXO's revolving credit facility and for general

partnership purposes.




i . PUBLIC COMMENT ON A DRAFT
" PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION "
= §85-2-307. MCA ‘ L | RECE|VED

Form No. 654 [Rev.sed 1072025

Instructions . ' DEc 23 m5

Use this Jorm 1o e a public comment aboul an application for a

waler use parmil. change authorizalion, or lorest service waler | ‘ DN RC-WRD .

For Department Uso Oniy

reservalion, -

Use one lorm lor each application about which your are filing & .
public comment. Indivicual waler right owners must file separale Date Reecived 12/23/2025

public comments. This form must ke received on or before the ' .

deadline specilied in the public notice. ' Recetved By '., kQ.

Submil form o; ’ Commenl ¥ .00
Monlana Department of Natural Resanrcas and Consecvation (QNRC) " ’

Waler Righis Burgau o ( ) Eriered By - L9

1424 9ih Avenue, PO Box 201601, Helena, MT 59620-1601 Date Do/ 11/0as

Electronic subniissions may be senl o
DNRCWATERRIGHTSCOMMENTOBJECTION@MT.GOV

1.Name of Commenter _ |_{fy" Q‘{Q‘hﬂ ~ nh( N Seect UWkdder LLC ‘Cmgn&\m'Sl‘iSoL
Mailing Address pO- Rox_ 325 __

ciy _ Saielnery State YT Zip DI
Homo Phone Llﬂtﬂ Ll?)q L'lq %2) Other Phone C w4
emai: 173 A4 paeni @ @m&\.mn\’ ‘ SRR

2. On which application are you filing a public comment? ‘Application Number"‘ a 1ANE v}%Dl e TR

Applicant Name _ LAY I‘MCU‘Y\; Ven Heo¥ .32 kg;g!.'ma-}v“ori’ D[L?lu\néj :

3. How do you have standing to file this public comment? A berson bas sianding if his or her pgoperi'y. waterrights. or
inleres!s would be adversely affected by ihe proposed appropriation. Explain your interesl and how il would be adversely

affecled. 6@& 5\'\'\&(.\\51(\ E\thbtt“‘r A o L .“.« B T S S 1

0

4. Will your water right be'affecteg? If sb._providé the water righl numbér, .
[J(w) Statement of Claim Na. - ‘ : o . o
[@(P) Pemmil lo Appropriate Water No. :L‘Ia M FeDlolgl 51 .

[J(C) Cerificate of Waler Right No. ' :

[J(D) Powder River Final Docrae No. = S , ' - /
] (M/R) Reservation of Water No. " ‘ . iy s
[J{E) Exemn! Notice No. ' ’
D) Nen-recorded Exempl Right {For a filing not on record wilh lhe DNRG, complete the information Lbelov)) \

Typeof Use [ Stock [J Domestic  Date of First Use _ - ' R

[J Greundwaler (For example, welt or developed spring) ’ F

[] instream Susface waler Source ' - _ .-"

Amount Used Flow Rale Gallons Per Minule Volume Acre-Fepl

Point of Diversion 14 ____ 114 1/4 Section____, Township______ CINJ S, Range ____ [JEOIW

Counly

LoUTract Block Subdivigion Nome

Lm Form 654 - Public Cormrant on Appiaiticn i
—-—

-,




5. Why are you filing a public comment? See  Atached A hebi b /l

Slat_ule requies thatl a commentor wdentily how one or more of the application critena is nol adequately addressed in the draft
preliminary determyirialion jﬁg)ﬂmiha application Please nole that for apphcalions recerved by the Departiment on or afler
January 1, 2024, there will A dpportunily to object o an application only if pubhc comments are received (§85-2-307(5)(c).
MCA} Objections wali be Jl_u'mtqd 1 only Ihose issues on which a public comment was received (§85-2-308(1){b). MCA)
=31y 4o 4l
Complete section A, B of C below for the lype of applicalion to which you are filing a public comment
; - o" yf ¥

Sections A and B: Compiete information for only Saection A (public commenis on a permit application} OR Section B {public
commenls on a change apphication). Allach a separale sheet and provide the following information
i The application number, applicant name, and your name
2. The corresponding numbers shown balow to clearly indicate on which critena you are submilling a public comment.
3. For each criterion on which you are submitling a public comment, identify how the drafl prefliminary determination does nat

adequately address thal cniterion

A) Public Comment About a £ermit Application- For each box thal is checked. identify how one or more of the critena in
§85-2-311. MCA. is nol adequalely addressed i ihe drafl PD for the application.
1 Physical Availabikly - Idenlify how the draft PD does not adequately address how waler can be considered
physically available,. S¢e Exhubhit A
2. Legal Availabiity — Identify how the drafi PD does nol adequately address how waler can considered legaily
available. See Eepabitr A
(8] 3 Adverse Effect - ldentify how the drail PD does not adequalely address how this proposed use will not adversely
affect your water ighl. <¢e Ceplt A
O 4 Dwersion Works - idenlily how the dralt PD does not adequalely address why the construction ol the project 1s
adequate.
{1 5 Beneficial Use - idently how the draft PD does nol adequately address why the use {purpose) or flow rate and
volume may be considered beneficial

6 Possessory inleres! ~ Idenlify how lhe drafl PD does nol adequalely address how the applicant has possessory
interest in the place of use.

7. Waler Quality - Note that an applicani is required 1o prove these crileria only if a valid abjection is recewved (§85-
2-311(2), MCA). Therelore, the Depariment will not respond o public comments on these crileria bul will provide
notice of the oppartunity Lo object o the applicalion il public comments on lhese crileria are received. idenlily wiy
you believe the criteria cannol be mel:  S+C <ibiba

& a. Water Qualty Issue §85-2-311{1)(1). MCA
[0 b Eflect on effiuent mitations of discharge permit holder §85-2-311(1)(h). MCA

Only DEQ or local water quality district may object to:
[0 c. Eftect on dassification of waler §75-5-301{1). MCA and §85-2-311(1)}g). MCA

=B O

[] 8 Reasonable Use - (only for applicalions for an appropralion of 4.000 or more acre-feet of water a year i 55
cubic feel per second of waler) ldentify how the drafl PD does not adequalely address why the proposed
appropnalion 1s a reasonable use based on consideration of § 85-2-311(3), MCA.

B) Public Comment About a Change Application - For each box thal is checked. identify how one of more of the cntena
in § 85-2-402, MCA. 18 nol adequately addrassed in the drall preliminary determination lor the apphcation.

‘1 1 Adverse Effect - Identify how the drall PD does not adequalely address how this proposed change wili not
adversely affecl your waler righl of interest or how the historicad use of the water right proposed for change s
different than dascribed in lhe application

[J 2 Diversion Works - identify how the dralt PD does nol adequately address why the consiruction of the project s
adequale.

[J 3. Benelicial Use - ldenhly how the diafl PD does not adequately address why the use (purpose) of the flow rate
and volume may be considered benalici.

[J 4 Possessory Interest - Identify how the dralt PD does nol adequalely address how the applicant has possessory
inlerest i he place ol use.

m Form 654 Pulbic Conmd oo Apphic g :




O 5. water Quality - Note Ihat an applican is required to prove theso criteria only if a valid objection is rocovod (§85
2-311(2). MCA). Therefore. the Department will nol respond lo public commenis on these cniena but wil provide
notice of the apportunity 1o object lo the apphication if public commenls on these crileria are recewed. identify why

you believe the criena cannot be met

0 a water Quaity issue §85-2.402(2f) MCA
O b Efect on effluent imitations of dscharge parmit holder §85-2-402(2)(g). MCA

O 6. Reasonable Use - {only for applications lo change a purpose of use or clace of use of an appropralion of 4.000 or
more acre-feel of waler a year and 5.5 cubic feet per second of waler) Identify how the draft PD does nol adequalely
address why the proposed appropr:ation is a reasonable use based on § 85-2-402(4)(b). MCA.

Section C: Complete information if you are filing a public commenl about a Forest Service Reservalion Application. Atlach a
se?arate sheel and provide the following information:
. The application number, applicant name, and your name.
2. The corresponding lelters shown below 1o dlearly indicate on which crileria you are filing a pubkic comment.
3. For each criterion on which you are submitting a public comment. identify how one of the applicable objector proofs
set forth in § 85-20-1401, Article VI sec. B.3(a) or (b). MCA. is mel. The comment must specifically describe why or
how one of the obiector proofs are met.

{A) The amount of water under the wetled perimeter methodology or olher methodology was not accuralaly
measured or caiculaled:

(8) The wetied penmeter methodoiogy or other methodology could not suttably be apphed ta the stream reach
apphed for;

{C) There is not an existing population of the fish species set forth in § 85-20-1401 Art. Vi sec. B.1(a)in}(B), MCA.
identified in the application in the stream reach applied for. or

(D} There is a proposed or projected waler development project: that is feasible; reliably projected lo be commenced
within 10 years or within 10 years after a basin closure is removed. in which the objector has or can reasonably oblain
a possessory interesl (or consent) in the property where the waler is 1o be impounded, stored, transporied and pul to
beneficial use: for which the amount of water needed for the project is reasonable: for which waler is nol reasonabiy
available from any other waler source; for which the water would be unavailable if the proposed reservalion was
granted; that would not be feasible with waler either in a lesser amount or at a diferent location if the reservalion was

granted; and thal serves a significant public need.
6. Are you represented by counsel? YES[] NO @

O O 0O O

CounselName = ! SR S B el a3 ks
Mailing Address o

City State Zip__________ Phone

Emai: ’ Wl R RS APy e P TN He 5

7. Person preparing this form, if different than commenter:

Name T.om Thatm o
Mailing Address [de i:').'i( 345 3

City __Susiniay (Vi1
Email: 1 :J]r,l q { L Jﬂ-:l-.LL{-!:'LL'&—-- NS | R, ST GO N T S I

counsel, counsel may sign.

__ oATE Dec a3, JORY

SIGNATURE

SIGNATURE ) e

SIGNATURE _ ~ BT eE O ey

@ Furm 0% Pyl Conwaint on ApEIalot



. ExhibitA
Publlc Comment ona Dratt. Prellminery Determlnatlon to Grant

Public Comment to Application # 42M 30163788 (William Van Hook Jr, Exploration Drilting)

i ot ¢
el

3 I have standing to comment on above appllcatlon under water rlght # 42M 300661751
. which has been llsted as withln area of Impact to applrcants well. | am part-owner in Main
'Street Water LLC water rlght #42M 30066151 My well has been lrsted in the Technical
Analyses Report as being impacted by this new permlt to eppropnate water. t also own
. Property near the appllcents' proposed freshwater tacrlity end i have concerns aboutthe

. effects this Wlll have on our roadways. dust control contrnued vac pump noise, and overall ‘

quality of life and neighboring houses.

5. Applicant failed to have obsetvation wells during his Aquifer Test. Accordingto MCA8S-

2-311 (1)(a){i) the applicant must prove by a preponderance that water.is physically and
. “legatly available which is why the DNRC makes applicants complete an AquiferTest to -
prove water is physically and lega lly available. Applicant did not complete the Aqun'erTest

L to the department standards This applicent had 0 observation wells dunng his aquifer test, ‘,

e the DNRC should have asked the applicant tomeet the department minimum
requrrements. Insteed the department issued a varlance end ellowed the applrcant 10

‘ continue with the permitting process while lacking such crucial data in the aqurter test.|
question how the applicant got this far in the process without even meetrng the minlmum -
requirements set forth by the DNRC. Applicant needs to be held to the department's
minimum standards just tike evary other applicant in this process. The DNRC granted a
variance for 0 observation wells due to the fact the applicant claims they did not know an
observation well was needed, even though it is listed clearly in the DNRCs aquifer testing
requirements and procedures, Not being able to read and understand the aquifer testing
procedures is no excuseto skip steps, steps that are required tor every other application. i
am asking the DNRc to make this applicant adhere to the minimum requirements inthe
permitting process, just like avery other application. This application Is ho different and
shouldn't be allowed to skip permitting processes and steps. It is my undeérstanding that -
the applicant has ANOTHER wall being parmitted for the same rate and use within 500
yards of this well. Why wasn't that well used for an obsérvation well for the aquiter test?
The appticant has 2 other walls comptleted inthe sama equiterwithln 1,000 ttsway from
this well. The appiicent ghould have no Issues going back and uslng those 2 wells as -
observation weils to rédo the aquifer test to meet the department's minimurm requiréments
for absarvation waells in aquifer testing procedures,

A M A A A A A A s s -



Exhibit A
Public Comment one Draft Prelimlnary Detormlnation to Grant

-We don't need this many more trucks on our roadways. Other companies utiliza
pipelines for their freshwater sales, can the applicant do that instead of trucking tho water? '

-most vac trailers that haut water utiliza a Challenger Series 607 uac pump. This vac
pump {like most other makes and rnodals) operate well over B5 decibels. OSHA states that
prolonged exposure to frequencies over 85 decibels tan cause hearlng damage and loss. '
Now lrnagine living next to a facility that has trucks loading atall hours of the day and night
with a continued noise of over 85 decibels. It takes roughly 20 minutes fora vac trailer 10,
load 180 BBLS. Atthe rate the applicant is eskrng forthat equates toz loads per hour, 80 40

mmutes ot \oad time wlth tho nolsy vac pump per hour for tha surrounding houses- alt day, -
andalinight. * - I : '
T S CEL I v
-45 more truck loads on the road per day. What'a the applrcents plan for dust control
for the neighboring properties? o

; - . " ERRLY " . s . ROt - 2 ow v -
. y . ' | RTINS WV ey B T S L S S
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* 1 K F o 4 v '

-W’ater Quality

-Has the applrcant conducted any basa llne water sample tests before they
completed their aquifer test? What were the Initialwater sample results in the pumped
wells? What was the initial water sample test results in the observation wells? Howcanthe
DNRC and applicant ensure mywater quality will not be affected bythis contmual pumping
ofthe aquifer? Without any observatlon wells belng monitored during the AquiferTest how
canthe applicant be certaln that my well and his well are not connected and that my well:
wont be affected bythe contmual pumptng of the aquifer? Tam concemed thet contmually
pumping this rnuch water from the aquifer wlll greatly lmpact the quality of mywater.

ER—

: EAR T

Lets not forget that the applicant is applying for 2 permits roughly 500 yards away from
each other. 2 permlts. asklng for 387 ACFTNR EACH @ 240 GPM. 'So the figures | gave .
above dlecusslng the trucklng Impact for our communlty are really DDUBLE that's 80
truck loads of fresh water PER DAY (4 truck loads per hour) for BQTH permits if approved.
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ExhlbItA
Public Comment on e Draft Prellmlnery Determination to Grant

SectionAComment coent o 5 O
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- Without the appticant conduotlng the minimum requlrernents _ror.the aquifer test -

how can the department accurately model drawdown rates, recharga rates and volume in
the aquifer. According to MCA 85-2-31 1 (1)(3)(1) the eppllcent must prove, bye o
Preponderance thatwater is physlcally and legelly evalleble whlch iswhy!1 the DNRC makes

applicenm complete an Aquiter Test to prove water is physically and legally evellable. e

Appllcant did not complete the Aqulfer Test to the depertment etenderde. Thls eppllcant

hed 0 observation wells dunng his aquifer teet. the DNRC should have asked the epplrcant |

to rneet the department minimum’ requirements

-without first completing the minimum aquifer testing requirements and having an
observation well to record drawdown end recharge rates the DNRC cannot eccuretely
model the water physically avaitable in the aquifer or the drawdown/recharge in neerby
wells, Without being able to ecouretely modelthe physioel avalleblllty It would be .
impossrble to eocurately pinpolnt the legel evarlebllrty

- L e v r R R T ~ I
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-The DNRC hee not teken lnto eccount how many more truoks thls permrt elone wrll

put on the roedweye in Rlohlend 00unty.,l believe there wlll be greet adverse effects to not e

only ourwater supply but our roads as well. chhlend oounty hes elreedy been subject to

the 2™ lergest property tax rete Inoreese in the stete, we don't need any! further strern onour

slready overtexed eommunlty ls the eppllcent eettlng eslde any l‘unds to help wrth roed
repairs in the county for the increase of trucks or is that something the taxpayers are just
supposed to deal with? By grentlng this permit our communlty will see an lncrease ot45 .
semi loads of water PER DAY on our, r.county roede. Thet'e elmost 2 loede of treeh water

oo

epplicetlonwiulmpeotourroedweyewlthtruoklng. Ll e

1 8cre loot=7,758 BBLS

1 seml can legetly haul 180 BBLS fresh water per load

387 ACFT=3,002,3468 BBLS (per year to be hauled)

3,002,346 BBLS + 160 BBLS (per load) = 16,6080 loads hauled per year
16,680 truck loads peryear + 366 daya per year = 45.69 loads per day
46.69 loads per day + 24 houra » 1.80 loads per hour

4
1

leaving the eppllcents’ teolllty PER HOUR. ell dey longl See breek down below ot how thls




From: Dan Guillotte dguillotte@txopartners.com
Subject: RE: EXTERNAL:Richland County
Date: Feb 18, 2025 at 9:42:08 AM
To: Daniela Johnson Bennion
danielabennion@me.com

Daniela,
| received your email and have forwarded it to others. Please keep me posted.

Sincerely,

From: Daniela Johnson Bennion <danielabennion@me.com>
Sent: Monday, February 17, 2025 7:48 AM

To: Dan Guillotte <DGuillotte @txopartners.com>

Subject: EXTERNAL:Richland County

Mr. Guillotte, SHE Department

| am writing as a concerned citizen of Richland County, Montana
about a potential environmental issue impacting the Mount
Pleasant community water source. For reference, we are located
roughly six.-miles east of Sidney:-MT. During the month of June
2024, Two Partners-conducted a Frack C Job on the Leg flow Sata
section 33, T23N R58E, Bighorn LLC. Delivered water to your frac
from the shallow potable water source @ +168'

During that time period, of the 225 close water wells four
experien_ced issues, Example: muddy'water, silt, Ioss of volume,'-
etc. | - |

Bighorn Leasing, at the t|me did not have establlshed water rights
or a permit to sell water for commercial use. The total number of
impacted wells is + 1400.



Ashley Kimmes, DNRC Water Specialist
Wrote,

Draining our Potable water aquifer to frack oil wells could cause
long term environmental impact on the community of Mount
Pleasant. | am writing this letter, to you and Two Partners to ask
that you investigate an alternative source of frack water. Either
renewable resources, such as the Yellowstone River, which is six
miles away, lower Yellowstone irrigators project, or one of the deep
Fox Hills Sand wells in the area.

Big Horn Leasing’s oil field pumping has already adversely
affected neighboring wells. The McChesney well was impacted
immediately. Their well pumped black, dirty water at 2 gpm.

The industrial three pipes have an outsized impact on water quality of
our shared aquifer. Powerful suction of Big Horn Leasing’s draw
churned debris that affected water quality of my well.

My water drastically decreased in quality starting on August 25, 2024
and worsened through mid October 2024,

In September of 2024, 1 wrote to my plumber, “The bath water is



running a medium dark yellow color. ['ve never seen thls before.
This'photo is from last night.™ '

By October, the silt and dirt content was so great that we could not see to the bottom of the bathtub
Aﬂer twenty-five years of reSIdence my clear water was ﬁlled w1th mud .

Big Horn Leasing d|d not consider nearby surface water impact in
their application. Our property has continual natural springs that- -
support a multitude of plant and animal species. Thousands of . ..
migratory birds depend upon the reliable running springs__,and -
vegetation to protect and sustain them as they move from their.
seasonal homes. Should the shallow aquifer be depleted, the
plethora of vegetation and insect life. that support the migrating -
flocks would suffer.. . -

Should family wells be adversely impacted the Dry Red Water
Authority is an alternative. For a hookup price of $5,000 per
household,a

perpetual monthly base rate of $52 25 and $4 73 per 1000 |
gallons, rural residents may pay to replace thelr water with and
inferior quallty o SR

Montana -families subsidizing the oil field fracking with their
limited, potable; shallow aquifer water is unwise. Inviting -

disharmony when none need exist.

Dry Red Water Authority states on their websifge:.



“The rural residents in the proposed project area currently.obtain their water from
private wells drilled.into shallow aquifers, gravel pockets or deep confined
aqurfers Some rural re5|dents are haullng water, either because their well water is
undrinkable, or because there is not a sufficient quantlty of water to be useable.
Many re5|dents report water quahty and/or water quant|ty problems !

The DNRC, in Brg Horn's application, clarm that-this aquer is-
homogeneous and fed by the YelIowstone River. The YeIIowstone
is 1900 feet. The plateau where B|g horn will pump is 2‘1"90 feet
The wells B|g Horn is pumplng from are 160 feet deep 2390
Conversation specialist, Ju"lie" Goss, stated'in her public comrrient, ‘
“ "DNRC models the aquifer as if it is infinite in extent and the -
world is a flat surface.”

|
L]

The owner Big Horn Leasing LLC i is cousms wrth Rlchland County
Commrssmner Mrtchell B

. - -
I [ 4 b Jl' G0

Big Horn Leasing LLC wants to pump water from the Highway 200 arid plateau aquifer, which is
replenished by rainwater. This is pure, clean water that can be consumed directly from the well.
According to our hydrogeologist, Big Horn’s application has several issues:

(1N The application represents our aqurfer‘ as f it were homogdenous - like a large,’

continuous pool. It is not. This aquifer is more like an ant farm with mdrvrdual streams and
columns made‘of sandstone and clay.” **

(2) The application claims that the Yellowstérie River supplies water to the aquifer. Thisis =
false. The Highway 200 aquifer is significantly higher than the river; water does not flow
uphill,

(3} During the applioant's testing, drawdown bedan to increase rather than stabilize. Big‘ a



Horn requested a variance, which the Glasgow DNRC director approved.
(4) During testing, no monitoring of nearby wells took place.

(5) The potential impact on surface waters was not adequately addressed.

Big Horn Leasing LLC permit application is viable because they
have contracted with EMEP operating LLC.

Should they be issued the permit on February 24, 2025
household wells will be adversely impacted. Please consider the
impact to the people, farms, and wildlife who reside in this
community in which your company operates and profits.

Sincerely,

Brett and Daniela Bennion
34670 Highway 200
Sidney, Montana 59270
406-489-2459

Addendum letter from Toby Panasuk

On Jan 29, 2025, at 10:51 AM, TP <tpanasuk@earthlink.net>
wrote:



FYI: Per Montana Cadastral website EMEP Operating, EMEP
Acquisition and Amy Solberg (Owners) have possessory interest
in only one parcel of real property (where their yard is located).
The other 286 properties are"Industrial Personal Property not
attached to Real Estate" located upon,oil well locations.

In 85-2-306(1)(a) MCA ..... ground water may be approprlated
only by a person who has possessory interest in the property
where the water is to be put to benefrcral use...

*| don't see Where erther Brg Horn.or EMEP have possessory
interest in any real property where the water can be used for
fracking. -

In 85-2-302(1) MCA.....a person may not appropriate water or
commence construction of diversion, impoundment, withdraw! or
distribution works unless the person applies for and receives a
permit ....from the Department. ' -

*As having been attested to by adjacent water rights holders
Applicant has produced and sold water prior to any granted water
rights. What entity or whomever has the authority to confront
Applicant in regards to illegal production and sales?:Does not
DNRC have any authority enforce Montana laws?

In ARM 36.12.121(3)(a) Aquifer Testing Requirements...Why would:
DNRC grant Applicant a variance and waive their stated testing



procedures?
Toby Panasuk
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This Commeroial Weter Agraarnenl {the "Agraemant"} Is made and enterad into arfecﬁvo this 31 st day of -
‘Decamber, 2024 (the Effective Date). by and batween Yellowstona Lend and Livestod LLC., Iocated st P.O. Box 1588
Skinay, MT 50270 (heminaftar rafarrad to as the "Seller") and Moming Star Oparatrng Le bcalad at 400 W. 7th Streei
Fl.Worm. LS 78102 (hern:naﬂerrefarred toas‘Purchasar‘) O L L S S |
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WHEREAS, Seller and Purchaser desire to énter Into a formal le.al agreementto sollandpurchase water for
commercral purposes, i.e., oli and natural gas de\relnpmenl: and

-

WHEREAS, Purchaser has mullrple o'l andgas dnllmg srtes1ocated nearSel!er‘s waiersuppiy. .

WHEREAS, Seller has agreed to supply water in the specific amounts below and Purr:haser wiil ufrliza the water .
purchased from the Seller solely iur‘beneﬁdal use” in the oil'and na!ural gas operations to be cenduc!ed so!ely wﬂhin ﬂ're
SiatenfMonuma 5 . Ce- . ,

NOW, THEREFORE, INCONSIDERAHON of the mutual promlsas condrtrons and agmemenls mntained !n mrs
Agreement, the sufﬁciency ofwhrch 3 hereby admowledged lhe partres hereby mutually agree as fol!owa },_E

W T AR H . B r
L .o .;«.-I + - 5 .
LN

1) SELLER'S REPRESENTATIONS Sel!er horus (orwulhold) maexdusl\re rightto sell waterfrom the SW._
NE, Sec 11I T22N, B59§ 28 described in lha Seller's pending application for, the Beneficial -.
Water Use Permit No.... - . (Pm\rlslonal or Pendirrg) and hereinafter. referred to

‘as the "Permit” (Sea DNRC ‘Appli caﬁon Number "
2) PURCHASER'S REPRESENTATIONS Purchaserwill purchasd i ipb w ofwater per year

from Seller as descrmed by the Penmlt Applrntron No..- - = 5 " andthat the water to be
urchased shal! be utrllzed solely forthe Purchaser's benef‘clai use In ot arrd gas deuelopmant operations
oonduc!ed solely in the State of Mon!ana R I i S T e Bt O :

3) SPECIFIC USEILOCATIONS[S] OF. FURCHAS ER'S BEN EFICIAL USAGE OF PUROI-IASED WATER. -
The following specific Iocatrons (not Indudmg and additional locations that Purchaser deems tobe economically
feasible) are as follows and mora ‘spedifi cally described ln the 'Pormlt' applir:atlon ’

PLACE OF USE: See altached .EzhlhiLA.

4) PRICING, For and in eonsrderaﬂon of thé mulual covanams and condiﬂons ‘stated hareln, Purchasar shall
pay Seller the' agreed upon prioe per berral for each bnrral of water, purdrased In accordance with the -
Agreement and the partres herelo ugroe !hat 1ha purchase price par barret ‘shall remain confidential. -

4

- e



5) , PAYMENT BY PURGHABER. Purchaser ghall, pursuant to.Section 4 of this egraement, romit to Soller the
- agnaed upon per barrel payment stthe address Idontiﬂad bo!ow onor beforo the 30th day following the

" months that water Is transported from the Seller's water source as described in the *Permit” '
6) WATERPURPOSE AND MNSPORTATION. Pumhaser agreaa to' oomply with MCA 85-2-31 0 (9)4
o Furthermore, Purchaser agrees that the purposo for which tha watar I being purdlasod is for tho and wsa in

- oitand gas davelopment, specifically Including but not limited to provldzng and transporting wa:er towel sites

- located salely in tha State of Montana and more spedﬁoally dosodbed In Sewon 3of MCA 85-2- 310.

7 PURGHASERS BENEFICIAL USE SHALL BE SOI.ELY WITHIN THE STATE OF MON'I‘ANA. Purchaser

" heraby agrees that the water purchased pursuant to tha Agreomant will not be transported out ofthe

State of Montana and that by signing the Agreement Purchaser Is on ‘notico of the proh!blhon of
imspmﬂns wate; ot o! the Stalo of Mnntana and mstriclinns of ln-slate use pursuant to Sellal‘s Permrt
No_ - T o e in the. mnl Purchasar dafaults under the requirements of this
Damgmph Saller msewas the rlghl to termlnate thls Agmemem immedialely without notloe of dafault
bamgmquiradaspmvweuform Seotionwbelow L ; o P R AP
B)" TERM OF AGREEMENT Purchasef and Seﬂer hsreby agrao lhal this agreomom shall ramain in fuﬂ

' torca and effect for tho period of tan (10) yaars ln consacutiva ona-year agreamanis lhat will aulomaﬂcaﬂy

go :nlo a!feot upon tho explmllon o! the pradedlna Agreernent and may be o:dended by lho mulual '

) agreemonl of the panias provided saId axtenslon ia sat fonh ln wrltlng. Duo to lha inharant !Iuotuaﬂons of ° -
the O and Gas lndusl:y this Agmomenl may bo termlnated by elthar parly wilh lhirty (30) days notloe lo the
pther party oraa othemiso prov!dad herein. - o e “ S
~ 9) "~ NOAGENCY CREATED. Nothing in the Agreement shall be oonstruod lo oonsmute ellper party of
- the agent of the other, and naither party shall have authorlty w bfnd the other to a l.hlrd parly in any

g ; it “'-_'.
.

-

cak g v -
o . e -n”. K

- manner whatsosver.” s - : o
: 10) EXP'ISES- Exoept as otharwise speciﬁm]ly pmkjgd ead‘ party Is msmlbm for its OWI'I feas . : :.l ‘
costs, a““ ‘other Wﬂses"ﬂﬂ"d'm! fees for oounsal ﬁnancial advisors, and accountanis- incurfed in.
ﬂeﬂotraﬁng and pfapanng thl.g Agreament and in otosing and canvlng out Iha hansacﬂons contamplatad
underit. 3 : 1 i R R -
1) AMEHDMENTS. No provislon of this Agsaemam may be amended of modiﬁed exoept by 8 wrmen o

»h"

mstmmantexeoutad byall parllas lo tis Agreemam.‘ L L |
12) MUL'HPLE ORIG!NALS, VAI.IDI'IY OFCOPIES 111Iu Agreement may be algnad |n any numbar of counter '
" parts, ‘each of whlch will be daemed an orlglnal Any parsonals may, rely on 2§ oopy of this Agmamont that any
oanytomls)\greememaenlﬂas tobaa!ryeopytolha sams effact as it Ilwareanodglnal and an -
eledronically transmitied exsoutad copy shall ba deamed an orlglnal. ey '
" 13) NOTI-IIRD-PARI’Y BENEFIGIARIES. This agraemenl is for the sale bonam of |ls paruas |nd thelr
- respective helrs, executors, adm!n!stratoro, suocessors, 'and assignn Nnihlng !n thls agreemont .
-expressed or implisd, oonfm any legel or aquitablo rlght banaﬁt. or mmady ot any nature whatsoaver
upon any other parson of the cnsdltors of any pouon. L
14) SUCCESSORS Excopt o8 otholwiu provldod In lhla ﬂgroomerlt. oll provlslona of thla Agrooment hlnd
" inre % the benefit of, and are enforceabls by end against the mpectlve helrs, executors, admin!strators,
personal reproson!aﬂves, ouocessore. and permittad aas!gns aof any of tho partlea lo lhls Agreamont suhjecl )

+

lomprommnsoontolnodln&cﬂonﬂbolow gl L L A R e

{

! P

¢
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15) ASSIGNMENT. The partles hereto agree that this Agreament may not be transferred or esefgned without
the prior written congent of tha other pnrty. auch consent shall not be unreasonably withheld.

16) RELATIONSHIPINO'IHIRD-PAR‘IY BENEFIC!ARIEB. This Agresment is for the sole banefitof its -
parties and thelr reepective helre exeeutore. admtnistratore. succaessons, and assigns. Nothing In thia
Agteement. expraee or implled, confers eny legal or equitable right, benefit, or remedy of any nature *

‘ whatsomr upon any other person of the creditors of any person, Each party to this Aareament is ln

Independent party and there are no other relationships other than that of the Purchaeer and Setler

17) NOTICES. All notices and other communications glven or made under this Agreemeni must be n writhg and
will be considered duly given or made: On the date delivered i) deflvered personaﬂy of Heem by facsimfo and
the facsimile is pmmptly eonﬁrmed by wrﬂten conﬁrrnatten sent by or regletered or certified US mall (postage
pmpafd. netum reeelptrequested). e RIS ST

or . L .

‘g
T

Three (:-I) days aﬁer being mailed If mailed by rogisteted or certified US mai! (poetage prapa!d ra1um
recaipt requested) to the parties to this Agreement atthe fo!lnwing eddresses {or the addfess a paﬂv
spacifies by like notice, emept that nctlees of changas of address shaH be effective upon reoelpl).

LIRS 7

lfInPumhaser' _; o

MomingS!arggeratmg ue Lo

CIODaveHarl’ord P U

400W 7"8“'99!

Fort Worth, Texas 7‘616!1 :

MoSeter: * - N

Cherlse Femn-Owner N
Yellowstorio Land and Lhrestocké e
P.O. Box 1588 - 2 TR
SIdney.MT59270 Lt e S T TR
'cheﬂsepartin@gmaﬂoom W e e
18) DEFAULT, In 1he event lhete party to thls Agreement defaulie on |ny pmvlslon of this Agreoment. the non-
- defaulting party hall be required to provide writien notica of the default to tha defaulting party. The -
defaulting party shall have sixty (60) days to cure the dal’auit atter racelpt o wiitter notice of dafault from
the non-defaulting party, Jf any such default of which the. dereulung party has received notice ia not curéd
within sixty (60) deys, the ncn-defaulting party hae the rlghl to eo!lect damagee for bleaeh hereof orto
recover past dus amounts hereundar, © o h
19) ATTORNEY®' FEES, If any party lo this Agresimen Institutea any lega! cause of aclion agalnst another -
party eriting out of or relating to this Agreament, the prevailing party will be entitied to- -




++* . "the cost incumed In conducting the cause of n'cﬂun.,'!nc!udtqé reasonsbls attorﬁays‘ fees a;-:d expanses and

20) MOBIFCATION FOR LEGAL EVENTS. If any court of competen Jurisdiction detormines thatany
provisions or any part of a provision set forth In this Agresmant Is unenforcaable bacause of Its duration o
.geographic scope, the court has the power to modify the unenforcéatie provisian insteed of savering it from
this Agreement In its entirety. The modification may te by rewrlting the offending provision; by defeting all or
postion of the offending provislon, by edding edditional language to this Agreement, or by making other
modlfications, as it determines nacessary to camy out the parties’ intent to maximum extent permittad by -

' applcable law. The parties expma%lghgrga’thp} this agresment modified by the court i binding upon and -

. 2

enforceable against each of thein, : T
21) SEVERABIITY. The invalidity or unenfarcesbilty of any provision of this Agreemant does not affact the validity
or enforceabillly of any other provision f this Agreement. if a court of compatent Jurisdiction determines that
any provislon is Invalid, the remaining provisions of this agreement are to be construed as if he invelid
 provision had never been Inclizded in this Agresment. Subject to Section 20, upon a determination that any
pravision Is invalld, flegal, or unenforceable, the parties to this Agreement shall negotiate in good faith to

moay this Agreomant o give effect o the orginal Intent of the pertes s closely as possitle in a mutually.

acceptable manner so that the transactions contemplated by this agresment be consummated as originally
contemplated o the greatest extent possitls, ~ © - ' |

22) FURTHER ASSURANCES. In connaction with this Agreement and the transactions contemplated by it, the
Seller and Purchaser each agras to provida further assurances if requested by the other. These further -
assurances includs signing and delivering any additional documants, Instrumants, convayances, and other

. assurances or taking any further actions necessary to carvry out the provisions of or transactions contemplated

by this Agreament, ' ' s

23) INDEMNIFIGATION. For purposes of thig Saction, the fallowing definkions shefl apply: Purchaser mearis -
Purchaser, Moming Star OperatingLLC, émy subsidiary and affillated companies, and Its and its officers, o
members, managers, employees, contractors, subiontractors, and Invitees, Seller means Seller Yellowstona
Land and Livestock, LLC (entity) subsidiary and affiiated companies; and its shd their officers, members, -

" managars, employees, contraciors, subcontractors, and invitees. . . -

A "Both Parties agres to assume full responsibifity for and release, protect, defend, indemnify, and hold
harmiess the other Party (whether Purchaser or Seller} and its affillates, officers, directors, employees, .
agents, representstives, and contractors from and against all losses, daims, demands, and causes of action
of every kind and character, including, but not limited to, thosa related to parsonal or bodily injury, Biness, or
death of any member of the respective Party's group, or damage to or loss of property of any member of the
respective Party’s group, arising cut of, in connection with, or incident to the performance of this Agreement
or the services providad hereunder, whether resulting directly or indirectly from such performance arthe .
execution of this Agreement™ = - : | P T A T

B." Setller shall bs responsible for, and agrees o waive, release, protect, defend, Indemnify, and ho!d Purchasar
hammiess from and against, any and &l losses refating to or resulting from surface or subsurface loss or
damags, including but not limited to, trespass and !oss of or damage to any components or facliitles of the

- property and/or facilities, or impairments of any property rights to water, oll, gas, or other minera} substances
‘ on or near the surface eslate of the property, REGARDLESS OF CAUSE, - o
- C. Except as stated hereln, the Seller and Purchaser assuma full responsibiiity for and agrees to release,
protect, defend, Indemnify, and hold the other harmless from and against any and all losses related to,
reguiting from, or In connection with govemmental fines, essassments or penalties, which arise out of, in
connection with, incident to or rasults directly or Indiractly from this Agreement, tha property, and/or 4006s3

_ thereto, REGARDLESSQF CAUSE - . = T ‘ "

D. Nowithstanding enything herein, Purchaser agrees to repalr an{ damage to Sellere property as a result of
Purchaser's operations as near its arigina! condition as reasonably praciicable, - N

This section shall survive the termination or axplration of this Agraemant. '

v 24) HEADINGB. Al Section headings sre inseried for convenlence only and are not Intended to modily or
interpret this Agreemant,




25) ENTIRE AGREEMENT‘ MODIFICATION. This Agraement constllutes the sale and entire agreement of it
parties with raspect to tha Agreement's subject matter This Agresment supercedes all prior and
contemporaneous understendings, agreements, representations, and warranties-both writtan and oral- with
respact to the subject matter. As between cr ameng the partias, no oral statements or prior written material
not specifically incorporated hereln shall be of any farce and effact, Tha partles apecifically acknowlsdge
that, entering into end executing this Agreement, each ig relying aolely upon tha represontaﬂons and
agreements contalned in this Agreement and no others:

26) LEGAL AUTHORITY. The parties hereto wamant and represent that they have the full tegal authority by
thelr respective entities to legelly execute this Agreement and that said execution is tegally binding.

28} JURISDICTION. Ths parties hereto agree that this agreement shall be govemed by the laws of
The State of Montana and that venus shal e exduslvely In Rlahland Coumy. Montana, unless otherwise

rrrutuaﬂy agreed upon by tha pauies hereto

INWITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto duly executed this Agreament esof the day and year first writtan abave.

PURCHASER

Ao L. dwwao# 9«.
MomingStar Operating LLC_ v __
Allen'L. Annstrong Jr.. Vice President - Land Permian <

’lell-owatom -Lﬂlld_lllld Ll't.v‘astock

Cherise Partlh-Owner a

-
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Yang, Lih-An _ - L . e

Subject Called Paztin

start Fi 7711/2025 800 AM L .

End: - FiTN1/2025 B30 AM R N
Recurrence: -~ {none) | '

Organizer: Yang LitvAn ‘

i calied Tim Partin of the Big Hom Leasing LLC this moming. Ba[pw!stha summary of our pl}one conversation:

Hae stated that the water contract purchaser has threatened to sue him it he can’t deliver the water
promised by mid August. ' ‘

He ststed that ha is following everything the State asked himto do, and now he Is getting sued.

Amonth ago he put a data logger and turbidity meter in Swells within 1-mile radiug to start collecting
vackground data, The main objector party has their own.

He asked what Is tha fine for pumping without 8 permit? | said $1000/dsy and it's not a good idea.

His ask: Can he get a temporary permit for the amount that was permitted to the previous man camp
project, to satisfy the contract buyer? 66.9 AF. (The Dept. Issued 8 permitin 2014 to a different owner fore
residential facility at the same site on the same wells. For 142.8 GPM and 66.9 AF year-found. Did not
receive objections then. This permit uttimatety expired in 2022 for not submitting Project Complation
Notice.) Thatvolume s smalter than the current apptication (229 AF, same flow rate).

| stated that we would have to start over with a new or amendad apptlcation, can’tgat this done In 8 MON-

Ha stated that ' ut me In @ difficutt spot; thanked me for listening. | sald let me think it
through andTwiti call him on Monday. . ! . _

T At il Call v m MM“a -

W



Most relevant v

e

A

L
L]

Cherise Partin
Imagine being such a miserable, uninformed,

ficticious, lie spreading human that there is
actually state legislation being passed just to
shut your looney ass up and put you in your
place.....that would be YOU Daniella Bennion.
This legislation is being passed because of
YOUR lies, misinformation, and obsession with
who we are and what we do (business and
personally). | can't imagine the level of
embarrassment that must come with knowing
STATE LEGISLATION is being passed just to
make sure you can't attempt to take the rights
of others away like you have been trying so

hard to do to us. &3
2wks Like Reply

Most relevant is selected, so some comments may have been filtered out.

[@ Comment as Annika Bennion

THCR®
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\ Montana Clean Water's post Q
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Most relevant

f ' Cherise Partin
You want your aquifer safe from drilling? Get
your story straight Daniella. You want your
aquifer protected from the selling of water for
the use of Fracking. But yet you are 100% just
fine with your other neighbors and friends
participating in these EXACT events. Just like a
god dam Democrat! Rules for thee but not for
me! Fuckn hypocrite

1wk Like Reply

Most relevant is selected, so some comments may have been filtered out.

(4 Comment as Annika Bennion @ ©

& facebook.com
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o Montana Clean Water's post Q

” .‘--rl.l‘..-‘l!- - e s

.

S o i

ROUNDUPWEB.COM
Groundwater Rights Making Waves
Big Horn Leasing LLC, Sidney, currently has a groundw...

02
52 Q1 & 1

Most relevant

.

f@ Cherise Partin
I want to make it clear danielia, there is no
disagreement between the DNRC and Big Homn

Leasing. The only disagreement is with you
and the facts.

onWed Like Reply

Most relevant is selected, so some comments may have been filtered out.

(Bd Comment as Annika Bennion @ ©




m.facebook.com

<« Montana Clean Water's post Q
| WK LIKe Keply

® Tim Partin
® The only lier here is you Daniella with your
fictitious statments

last Tue Like Reply

fm Cherise Partin
' https:/mbmg.mtech.edu/pdf-open-
files/mbmg760.pdf

1wk Like Reply

@ Cherise Partin
https:/mbmg.mtech.edu/pdf-

publications/ip_13.pdf
1wk Like Reply

FEY®.  Cherise Partin
https:/mbmg.mtech.edu/pdf-open-
files/mbmg737.pdf

1wk Like Reply

f@ Cherise Partin
Are you blind Ray Charles?! Even your "private’
hydroligist says how abundant our area is in
fresh water. Maybe pull your head out of your
ass and read these articles published by him in
2023 with over 10 years of research behind his

publication
1wk Like Reply

Most relevant is selected, so some comments may have been filtered out.

[@ Comment as Annika Bennion @ ©



9:05 TR

« Montana Clean Water's post Q

Montana Clean Water see
12h -

Richland County Resident Quote, opposing DNRC ailowing
75 million gallons of water being pumped out of the high
plateau aquifer every year.

“Surface water depletion analysis appears tc be grossly
inadequate”

For more information visit us at montanaciesrwater.com

Most relevant ~

Cherise Partin
Your grossly inadequate

1Mhrs  Lke Reply

Most relevant s selected, 50 some comments may have been hilered 0ut

{FJ Comment as Annika Bennion @

-

L4
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1:51 ] ] ? m

f@ Cherise Partin
Are you stupid? Williston (and several other
towns) get their drinking water FROM THE
RIVER! Do your self a favor and educate
yourself before you post more stupid shit

https://supertalk1270.com/ixp/1140/p/city-
williston-addresses-tap-water-concerns/

Scroll down on this article and actually read for
once in your miserable life the process for the
water for willistons water filtration and
treatment from the Missouri River

This is the furthest thing from a frac site | have
ever seen. Again, educate yourseif. ... See more

¢ Supertalk1270.com

* Williston Ensures Safe Drinking
Water Amid Use Of Extra Chemicals

on Wed Like Reply

(@ Comment as Annika Bennion @ @




‘w wierise rarun
Good morning,
What kind of ficticious bullshit are you going to
post today? Patiently awaiting your ignorance

. Mmedia2.giphy.com

media2.giphy.com

2hrs Like Reply

Cherise Partin

T e smanon w une G QUENGTIED Qroundwaler certificates Tn Bhe zone of
influence per Department Standard
®. Groundwater certificates issued withoul a a volume are quantified by assummng constant
diversion and multiplying the Now rate by penod of diversion
‘ﬁﬁmmmthUWWM?Ame which includes i sddional
night icentibect » the pubic comment pariod Compared 1o groundwatsr fux of 36 508 ©
H&TMmmmmumwm-nmmmm
sntiefind Tuzwmhmmum wmmw‘/
the Applcants requesied volume. The calculations. o thal groundy 5 ingaity
[ vailabie for fhwe proposed appropnation
} Talsa 3 Compariaan of Physical Avaiatiity, Lagsl mmwm_-._r__j

Pirynacal Avedebidy (4F fyemr)
Ex:sng Lagal Oempnds (A iyem) ., a0
Lagat A Priysical Avadallity = Exising | egsl Demands (AF fram)
Raquested Appropsesan (AF Aeut) | o
Logad Avaiiabity - R TAF fywar) {25208 | 5"

“Utxiated 1o inchade an adcruonal gal dumand shenshed s B puii 2ommes penod

Surlpcy Water Dupietion

50. Por ARM 38121704, the Depsrtment & o determine legal availability in any

" Mydraubicatly connected surface water sources i which water flow could be reduced by any

amount’ el @ festit of the groundwater approprialion, The Department has determined that
] well) s

17 hrs Like Reply

Cherise Partin
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¢ Montana Clean Water's post Q

i) Q2 &’ o
Most relevant v

!_‘: '\ Cherise Partin
How does big horn leasing APPLYING for the
permit effect everyone's water? Just us simply
filling out the paperwork and going through the
process has wrecked everyone's water
according to you. We can not use that water
that until the permit is granted, which is why we
have waited. Do you realize the Glasgow DNRC
did 4 site visits last summer to the property?
Now don't you think if they seen ANY misuse
(or use in general) of those wells do you think
we would have been allowed to continue
moving forward with the permitting process?
Use your head!

lastSat Like Reply © 1

@ Cherise Partin _

F it par Doparirart Tarman L
L mm-ouﬂ-nl—-uumumm

last Sat Like Reply © 1

Most relevant is selected, so some comments may have been filtered out.

(B  Comment as Annika Bennion @ ©

& facebook.com




m.facebook.com

¢ Montana Clean Water's post

2wks Like Reply

f‘@ Cherise Partin

L,

b

2wks Like Reply

f@ Cherise Partin

Reports, studies, findings and aquifer models
done by Kevin Chandler. Kevin has been
studying the hydrology in our area for several
years. Kevin has been hired by Daniella
Bennion in her attempts to prove everyone is
going to run out of water. Kevin has been
monitoring and researching our aquifer (and
several others) for approximately 8 years. His
findings of our area and aquifer details were
published in 2023. His exact words are “the
west Crane fox hills aquifer is a Hidden
Resource storing ample water to support high
yield wells from 500GPM to 1,000GPM." Big
Horn leasing is asking for 229 AF/Year @142
GPM in this aquifer. So how is it tha... See more

([ Comment as Annika Bennion @ ©
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- Montana Clean Water's post Q

L WRAP ARG EY FE NS T WY SNEWS S N AR WA S S S S e el

#WaterConservation #MontanaCleanWater
#ProtectOurWater #SustainablePractices #0ilAndGas
#IndustryResponsibility #RichlandCounty #DNRC
#Montana

#SustainableEnergy #WaterlisLife

S P R i il T T
'_"-'!.':"'"..'-ﬁ_; b e e AT T e NG

Most relevant v

@ Cherise Partin
That's your opinion, and by seeing the lack of
ANY other comments on your posts or your

page | would venture to say YOUR opinion does
not matter.

onWed Like Reply

(F Comment as Annika Bennion @ ©




East Yellowstone River Public Input Meeting
Scheduled For March 29

The Roundup

The publie is invited to attend an open house to learn more about the East Yellowstone Preliminary
Engineering Report (PER). An open house will be held March 29 from 2-4 p.m. at Rau Elementary
School. Residents are encouraged to attend, learn about the PER, and ask questions to help clarify
the process and goals.

If you live east of the Yellowstone River in Richland County, near Thiel Subdivision or the Rau
School neighborhood, water is a commaodity. Most folks in this area rely on individual wells or small
water systems. When those wells work, life flows smoothly. When the wells malfunction, it becomes
a real problem in a hurry.

The East Yellowstone River Preliminary Engineering Report, or PER, is a planning effort to look at
whether bringing treated water to this area is logical for the people who live here.

Let’s start with the biggest question: What the project is and is not. Sometimes it is easier to start
with what it isn’t. The PER is not construction, a rate hike, or a promise of anything, It is a study to
answer one basic question: do the people of this area need a more reliable long-term drinking water
solution?

What'’s the Concern?
For years, some wells in the East Yellowstone area have struggled with reliability and naturally

occurring contaminants, including elevated manganese levels in certain locations.

While manganese is a natural occurring mineral found in soil and groundwater, elevated levels in
drinking water can pose health concerns over long periods of exposure. High manganese
concentrations have been associated with impacts to the nervous system, particularly in infants and
young children. It can also cause taste, staining, and discoloration issues in household water.

In addition, the Valley View Water Users Association is currently out of compliance with the
Montana Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) because the system is operating with only
one functioning well. State regulations require public water systems to maintain backup capacity to
ensure reliable service.

Without a second well, the system does not meet redundancy requirements. If the single working
well were to fail, families could be without water for an extended period of time.

This is not just an inconvenience - it is both a regulatory issue and a public health concern.

This study asks whether connecting to a treated, monitored public water source would provide
more reliability and peace of mind to the area.

Why It Matters
Safe and reliable drinking water is foundational to public health, property values, and long-term



economic stability. Rural water systems do not have room for failure. When infrastructure breaks
down, costs increase quickly and options become limited.

This issue does not affect only individual households. Rau Elementary School, a school serving
roughly 70 students, relies on the same water supply. Ensuring safe, compliant, and reliable
drinking water is especially critical in facilities serving children. Elevated manganese levels and
system reliability concerns are not abstract regulatory issues; they directly impact students, staff,
and the families who depend on that school every day.

Planning Before
The Crisis

Rather than wait for a breakdown, enforcement action, or a situation that disrupts service to homes
and a public school, Richland County has taken a proactive approach.

The county successfully leveraged a $180,000 WIIN grant from the Department of Natural
Resources and Conservation to complete a Preliminary Engineering Report (PER) evaluating long-
term solutions. Securing this federal funding significantly reduced the burden on local taxpayers
while allowing the County to carefully study options before making decisions.

This approach reflects the same philosophy county commissioners have applied in other areas of
the county.

In 2018, a Sidney-Circle subdivision project helped a neighborhood of 54 water users regain
compliance when their water and wastewater systems were inadequate and failing. The Richland
County Commissioners also allocated funding in 2022 to improve the Savage School water system
due to longstanding unsafe water quality issues.

In each case, the commissioners chose to invest early, improving infrastructure before small issues
became larger, more expensive problems.

The East Yellowstone PER is a study providing the area with an understanding of options before
more wells fail or water quality becomes a larger and more costly issue. It gives the community real
numbers and information allowing landowners and decision makers to weigh the pros and cons
clearly.

The PER is a compilation of facts and data that guide the decisions about future planning to
preserve property values and Richland County’s way of life. Open House



DRWH /Cc:mmlaf;@vmb: 3-9-76
Travis Featherston (1:14:20) UWYW\NQ( -

So it's a land, it's a tap to a couple homeowners in? Yep, there's a few homes up that way, and so making
sure that those that had paid their connection fees, provided easement and everything, that they're still within
the scope of this project.

Speaker E (1:14:38)
Can you touch on the hook up fees? Such as, there's a dollar amount to pay, even though it's not there yet.

Speaker E (1:14:48)
Is there a window that you have to pay that hook up fee, or is it a higher dollar after the pipeline goes by?

Jeannie (1:14:57)
So there's an initial hook up fee, right now it's $5,000. We have our current, the current users have paid that,
they can pay it in a lump sum, or they can pay it on the county tax roll.

Jeannie (1:15:10)
Right. Yep. And then there isn't a moratorium on that, in terms of you, if we don't get water there in a certain
amount of time, it's lost.

Jeannie (1:15:20)
There's nothing like that in the contract. So, and then there's also a set of hook up fees, the same $5,000 for
people where we don't have a line yet.

Jeannie (1:15:34)

But when we get there, because it's coming like in this first six miles of this phase two that was previously
slated, they know the line is coming, and they've opted in for a hook up. And then if there's someone that
opted out, and they would want to opt in, they would have the opportunity to do that, but

Jeannie (1:15:56)
it's probably going to cost more once the line has been established. Right.

Jeannie (1:16:01)

And so we want to get as many, you know, homeowners, property owners, into our systems as users
currently, and then we would avoid a lot of going back and we could save those people money if they decide.
If they change their mind, they're welcome to.

Jeannie (1:16:18)
We would want them to come on board before we finish construction past their residence or their property.

Dick Iverson (1:16:26)
And the only reason it would be different hires, let's say they go by your house and you just say, no, | dont
want it. Then the neighbors beyond you really like it.

Dick Iverson (1:16:34) _
And so you come back and say, now | want it. So then they have to hire Travis here to go out and redesign
and re-engineer to make sure it isn't going to affect the neighbors down the road.

Dick Iverson (1:16:43)
So there's that additional engineering. It isn't that it's a penalty, it's just the cost of redesigning because you
didn't hook up the first time.

Jeannie (1:16:52)
Plus we've got to dig back in, put a shutoff there, run a line. So it's much more cost effective to get every
possible user on board initially as opposed o later.

Speaker L (1:17:04)

So when you're talking to the Lambert Countians who are in Water District and your $5,000 hook up fee, is
that going to charge us one fee to hook up to our system? Or would that be an individual hook up fee for
every hook up that we have within our system?



“No Drops Left” - Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation (DNRC) and Dry-
Redwater Regional Water Authority (DRWA) have a problem: existing sources of clean drinking water

prevent Montanans from needing government-controlled water.

The DNRC will permit water for commercial pumping until “there isn't one drop left,” according to Glasgow Director Lih-An Yang. Meanwhile, the
DRWA wants to sell Montanans water - claiming that existing water sources are insufficient. Eastern Montana is under threat from these
government partners. If the DNRC successfully permits away potable groundwater, residents will be compelled to purchase water from the DRWA.

DRWA's planned “Highway 200 West Wells owned by Big Horn Leasing
extension” from Sidney to Lambert is LLC. DNRC has supported Big
part of a project predicted to cost Horn's application to pump 75
Predesign Report, pg. 153). drinking water for fracking. The
permit would drain Highway 200
Lots “without water” are located wells of water and destroy property
less than 0.5 miles away from wells values. The DNRC has dismissed
DNRC is pushing to permit 75 senior water rights holders’
million gallons of potable water objections in order to push the
per year for fracking. application through.
Pits filled with millions of gallons
The SchMart Estates of water, as depicted by Apple

contain 2 unoccupied homes
and 27 empty lots. DRWA

Maps aerial imagery (2024). Owner
Big Horn Leasing LLC, currently

describes them as “languishing applying to DNRC to pump 75
without a water source.” million gallons per year, claims “No
{Roundup, May 7, 2025) body pumped 1 drop” (Facebook

comment, March 2025).

View on Apple Maps with Satellite Mode: 34348-34398 MT-200 Sidney, MT 59270



Why Waste Clean Drinking Water?

Montana Clean Water is a grassroots community
organization dedicated to defending Montanans from
government overreach and the mismanagement of
water.

We ask: Why is the DNRC aggressively pushing a

permit to allow 75 million gallons of clean
groundwater to be pumped for commercial use—
water that comes from the same aquifer our wells
depend on? The DNRC’s own determination admits
this will draw down wells along Highway 200.

At the same time, the DNRC is funding DRWA, which
claims the same area is “languishing without a water

source.” DNRC and Richland County are using ARPA

funds to support DRWA's Highway 200 West
Extension—a pay-by-the-month water system. {DRWA
Minutes, Feb. 2025)

Why is our government helping one company drain
our aquifer—while funding another to sell us water
we already own?

According to their 2023 Predesign Report, the DRWA
is seeking $891,957,210.33 (pg.13) in federal taxpayer
funds to construct 4,403 rural and municipal water
connections across Richland, Dawson, Garfield, and
McCone Counties. Given the high cost of each rural
connection, DRWA has stated: "The general rule for a
rural water model is

80% saturation, i.e., 8 out of 10 homes will connect.”
{DRWA Predesign Report, pg.44)

“Every existing house that met the 1 % miles
criteria are added to the water model.” ~ DRWA
Predesign Report pg. 44

However, our preliminary research has found that
many residents like their wells and town water. This
poses a serious problem for DRWA, which must
prove a significant need to qualify for federal
funding. Montana (LFD Budget Analysis 2025 pg. 23)

As Montanans, we want to protect our water rights.
But if current ground water sources are depleted,
our only option is to purchase chlorinated water
monitored by “Smart Meters,” which upload each
home’s water usage information to the DRWA billing
system every 15 minutes - 96 times a day (Predesign
Report, pgs. 113-119).

Montana Clean Water has met with Governor
Gianforte’s office, DNRC and DEQ directors and
administrators, Richland County Commissioners,
and called DRWA directly to express our concerns.
Not one can explain why using potable water for
fracking is so important. Instead, Montana Ciean
Water received a threatening Cease and Desist letter
from DRWA that includes the “Richland County
leaders”~ i.e. Commissioners.

We will not be silenced. If you would like to
protect your potable water, your property
values, and Montana's ecosystems, and don't
want to be forced into a government water
subscriptionusing your own taxpayer dollars -
visit montanacleanwater.com and become a
WaterWatchdog.

Read the DRWA 2023 Predesign Report, DRWA
Cease and Desist letter, DRWA minutes, DNRC
Deficiency Notice, and Big Horn Leasing's DNRC
Preliminary Determination to Grant on our
website.

Visit montanacleanwater.com
and Like us on Facebook
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SCOTT | LAW

682 S. FERGLSOR AVE. #4
BOzZeman, MONT 59718-649]
gHiceSscoll-laancom

(206) 585-3295

April 30, 2025

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL/RETURN RECEIPT NUMBER 7020 1810 0000 7971 1493
And Via Email To:
momtanaelegmaier'o 2ol cow
danjelghennion i me.cuw
Montana Clean Water
ATTN: Daniela Bennion
34670 Highway 200
Sidney, MT 59270-6342

Re: Demand for Retraction and Cessation of Defamatory Statements
Dear Montana Clean Water:

This firm represents Dry-Redwater Regional Water Authority (DRWA) and we are writing to formally demand the
immediate retraction of false and defamatory statements made by vour organization against DRWA.

Your recent public communications recklessly and falsely accuse DRWA of collusion with the Mentana Department
of Natural Resources (DNRC) and Richland County in connection with a Big Hom water permit application. These
accusations are completely baseless, misleading, defamatory, and designed to create public distrust and fear about
water access and change. Specific falsehoods include. but are not limited to:

*  Allegations that DRWA engaged in "backdoor dealings” with DNRC and county officials;
¢ Claims that DRWA's water permit activities threaten local agricultural water rights; and
» Implications that Richland County leaders acted improperly or in secret coordination with DRWA.

All permit processes involving DRWA have adhered strictly to legal, regulatory, and transparency re.quircmcnts. No
special treatment has been granted, and no harm to local agriculture has been caused by DRWA's actions.

We demand that Montana Clean Water immediately:

I. Issue a full public retraction of the defamatory claims linking DRWA to the Big Horn water permit
controversy; and

2. Cease and desist from further publication or dissemination of false or misleading information regarding
DRWA.

if you do not comply with this demand, DRWA may take appropriate Jegal action to protect its reputation and
operations.

Repgards,
Fd B Taene e
A il PTGy
£ e <

Peter G. Scott™~

cc: Mandi Nay. DRWA

MoNTANA | IDAHO | WASHINGTON | OREGON



The recent press statements of Dry-Redwater Authority
do not address the concerns of the Highway 200
community. In response to the May 7 article, “DRWA
Addresses Allegations Made by Montana Clean Water,”
we stand by our statements and invite the community to
consider the evidence.

How can Dry-Redwater Authority (DRWA) claim
there is a pressing need for clean drinking water in the
same area that their partner, the Department of
Natural Resources and Conservation (DNRC), is
pushing to permit 75 million gallons a year of high-
quality groundwater for fracking? The DRWA
describes the SchMart Estates on Highway 200 as
“having languished without a water source.” The
SchMart Estates are 0.5 miles from the wells that
DNRC claims can produce 75 million gallons of
groundwater, year-round, in 100% consumptive use
for water marketing. (DNRC Preliminary
Determination to Grant, Permit No. 42M 30163320). A
sufficient explanation for this contradiction, although
known to both government entities, has gone unanswered.

DRWA's website states, “DNRC has worked with
DRWA to secure administrative, planning, and
construction funding.” According to the 2025 Legislative
Financial Division Budget Analysis, DRWA must show a
clear need for government water utilities to justify use of
taxpayer funding for their projects. Montana Clean Water
questions why, if Highway 200 residents have a dire need
to purchase government water, would the government

approve a 75 million
HDRWA -

gallon yearly
extraction from same
I]rvned&ater Regional Water Authority

area? DRWA's issuing
of defamatory
statements and legal
threats against
Montana Clean Water
does not alleviate our
concern that adverse
impacts to Highway
200 resident's wells -
caused by commercial
pumping - would
conveniently
incentivize residents
to purchase DRWA
water.

Service Area

DRWA coverage area includes the Countiss of
McCone, Dawson, Garliald, Richland, rorthern
Prairie, and McKenzie west of the Yellowstone
River,

(Published in ‘The Roundup’ June 18, 2025.)

‘Montana Clean Water’
Stands Our Ground

Montana Clean Water asks: why is permitting 75 million
gallons of Highway 200 groundwater for fracking so
important?

To answer this question, Montana Clean Water has met
with DNRC Director Kaster, Administrator Pakenham-
Stevenson and Water Rights Bureau Chief Ward; the DEQ
Director Nowakowski; the Richland County
Commissioners Mitchell, Young, and Gorder; Govemnor
Gianforte's Director of Economic Development, Mark
Blasdel; and called DRWA Administrator Mandi Nay to
express our concerns about the DNRC's modeling of the
Highway 200 aquifer and the apparent conflict of interest
between government partners.

Government representatives uniformly denied or
deflected responsibility. Blasdel did not comment. DNRC
Administrator Pakenham-Stevenson told us that "our
hands are tied." (Helena, March 21, 2025)

We have also met with Glasgow Regional Director
Yang, who stated that the DNRC will continue to
permit groundwater for fracking “until there isn't one
drop left.”

It is up to Montana's farmers and ranchers to decide
whether permitting groundwater ‘“‘until there isn't one drop
left” would “harm, threaten or diminish” their nghts.

The DNRC application modeled that the applicant's
wells “would experience a predicted total drawdown of
30.7, 54.3, and 40.5 ft. respectively” at the end of the first
year. “The remaining available water column for Well #1,
Well #2, and Well #3 is 17.8, 0.3, and 18.1 ft...”(DNRC
Draft Preliminary Determination to Grant, Permit No 42M
30163320, Pg. 19). How much further will these wells
draw down in the second year of pumping?

Elected officials and government bureaucrats will permit
an aquifer away until there isn't one drop left. Why?

Since its creation in 2005, DRWA has not qualified for
federal funding because the cost outweighs the benefits,
The DNRC prioritizes project funding based on several
criteria, with the “top three” being:

1. Need - Is there an “urgent need for the construction?”’

2. Feasibility — “Can the project move forward this
biennium?” (Over the next two years.)

3. Cost & Funding — “Is the project affordable, dependent
on federal and state funds, and is the community prepared
to pay their share?” (MCEP, Montana Legislative
Financial Division Budget Analysis, 2025 Biennium, pg.
F-23.)

{continues on back)












































































































































































































