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EXCELSIOR ENERGY, INC. 1 

BEFORE THE MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 2 

PREPARED DIRECT TESTIMONY OF  3 

KELLY A. HENRY 4 

Q Please state your name, current employment position and business address. 5 

A  Kelly A. Henry.  I am a Senior Environmental Scientist with Short Elliott 6 

Hendrickson Inc. (“SEH”), a consulting firm of engineers, architects, planners, and 7 

scientists with offices in 10 states throughout the Upper Midwest and Rocky Mountain 8 

regions.  My business address is 3535 Vadnais Center Drive, St. Paul, Minnesota 55110.  9 

Q Would you please describe your educational and professional background. 10 

A  I hold a Master of Science degree in Ecology from the University of Minnesota.  11 

My undergraduate degree was in Biology from the University of Wisconsin, River Falls.  12 

I am certified as a Professional Wetland Scientist by the Society of Wetland Scientists.  13 

My current position is as  Director of the Natural Resources group at SEH.  In addition 14 

to managing the Natural Resources Team, my primary role includes project management 15 

and environmental review and reporting for development and improvement projects.  I 16 

am experienced in environmental reporting and documentation, including environmental 17 

impact statements.  I am also experienced in wetland regulation and permitting, 18 

including wetland delineation, impact analysis, and mitigation.  My resume is appended 19 

as Exhibit ___ (KAH-1). 20 

Q On whose behalf are you testifying? 21 

A  I am testifying on behalf of MEP-I LLC, MEP-II LLC, and Excelsior Energy Inc. 22 

(collectively “Excelsior”), the developers of the Mesaba Energy Project (the “Project”). 23 
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Scope and Summary 1 

Q What is the scope of your testimony in this proceeding? 2 

A  The purpose of my testimony is to sponsor several sections of Excelsior’s Joint 3 

Application and Environmental Supplement.  The subjects of my testimony include 4 

wetlands, water crossings, and mitigation 5 

  In particular, I am sponsoring and am available to answer questions regarding the 6 

following sections:  7 

 Joint Application 8 

West Range 9 

Section 7.6.6 (Water Crossings) 10 

Section 7.7 (Wetlands) 11 

East Range 12 

Section 8.6.5 (Water Crossings) 13 

Section 8.7 (Wetlands) 14 

Environmental Supplement 15 

Section 2.7 (Wetlands) 16 

Section 3.6 (Wetlands) 17 

Appendix 4 (West Range Wetland Delineation Report) 18 

  During the preparation of the Joint Application and the Environmental 19 

Supplement, I worked closely with Excelsior in preparing and reviewing these sections.  20 

The sections incorporate field reports and analysis that I prepared or that SEH personnel 21 

under my supervision prepared.   22 
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Joint Application  1 

Q Please briefly describe the information contained in Section 7.6.6 of the Joint 2 

Application? 3 

A  This section describes crossings of lakes and streams associated with the 4 

development of Mesaba One and Mesaba Two on the West Range Site.  Crossings are 5 

limited to corridors associated with the HVTLs, gas pipeline, and one process water 6 

blowdown pipeline.  There are no water crossings associated with the IGCC Power 7 

Station Footprint or on Buffer Land, the railroad alternatives, sewer and water lines, and 8 

roads.  Licenses will be obtained from MDNR for these crossings as necessary. 9 

Q Please briefly describe the information contained in Section 7.7 of the Joint 10 

Application? 11 

A  This section summarizes wetland impacts for the West Range Site and each 12 

alternate utility corridor associated with the West Range Site.  As detailed in Table 13 

7.7-1, worst case total permanent impacts of Excelsior’s preferred alternatives would be 14 

approximately 172 acres.  However, Excelsior will attempt to avoid wetland impacts 15 

within the railroad center loop, reducing the worst case impact of Excelsior’s preferred 16 

alternatives to approximately 158 acres.  As discussed in this section, Excelsior has 17 

attempted to avoid and minimize wetlands impacts as much as possible. 18 

Q Please briefly describe the information contained in Section 8.6.5 of the Joint 19 

Application? 20 

A  This section describes crossings of lakes and streams associated with the 21 

development of Mesaba One and Mesaba Two on the East Range Site.  There are several 22 

small streams and one lake that would be crossed for the various utility alternatives 23 
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associated with the East Range Site.  Crossings are limited to corridors associated with 1 

the HVTL, gas pipelines, water process line, sewer and water pipelines, and the 2 

proposed railroad alignment.  Licenses will be obtained from MDNR for these crossings 3 

as necessary. 4 

  There are no water crossings associated with the IGCC Power Station or roads to 5 

access the facility.   6 

Q Please briefly describe the information contained in Section 8.7 of the Joint 7 

Application? 8 

A  This section summarizes wetland impacts for the West Range Site and each 9 

alternate utility corridor associated with the East Range Site.  As detailed in Table 8.7-1, 10 

worst case total permanent impacts of Excelsior’s preferred alternatives would be 11 

approximately 133 acres.  Excelsior will seek to minimize impacts to wetlands within 12 

the rail loop, which could reduce this total.  As discussed in this section, Excelsior has 13 

attempted to avoid and minimize wetlands impacts as much as possible. 14 

Environmental Supplement 15 

Q Please briefly describe the information contained in Section 2.7 of the 16 

Environmental Supplement? 17 

A  This section provides a detailed discussion of wetland resources within the West 18 

and East Range Sites and utility corridors.  The wetland identification and mapping 19 

process that was utilized by SEH is described.  This included field delineation of 20 

wetlands by SEH personnel on the West and East Range IGCC Power Station Footprint 21 

and Buffer Land in fall 2004 and summer 2005.  The types and amounts of wetlands are 22 

extensively described. 23 
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Q Please briefly describe the information contained in Section 3.6 of the 1 

Environmental Supplement? 2 

A  This section provides a detailed analysis of wetland impacts, wetland regulatory 3 

agency implications and requirements, wetland permitting processes, and wetland 4 

mitigation for the West and East Range Sites.  As summarized in the Joint Application 5 

and noted previously in my testimony,  the worst case total permanent wetland impacts 6 

associated with development of Mesaba One and Two is approximately 172 acres on the 7 

West Range and approximately 133 acres on the East Range Site. 8 

Q What are some of the specific measures that have been taken to avoid and minimize 9 

wetland impacts? 10 

A  For example, as detailed in Section 3.6.4.1 of the Environmental Supplement, 11 

minimization of wetland impacts associated with the West Range IGCC Power Station 12 

Footprint and Buffer Land has been implemented by adjusting the site layout to 13 

essentially straddle two large wetland complexes.  Another measure implemented on 14 

both the West and the East Range Sites has been the routing of utility lines along 15 

existing and proposed roadways, railroads, and utility rights-of-way.  Additional 16 

measures that have been taken to avoid and minimize wetlands are discussed throughout 17 

Section 3.6.4. 18 

Q How will mitigation of wetland impacts be accomplished? 19 

A  As detailed in Section 3.6.5 of the Environmental Supplement, mitigation will be 20 

in the form of direct replacement or through purchase of credits through an approved 21 

wetland bank.  This will be in accordance with requirements of the United States Army 22 

Corps of Engineers and the Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources and permits 23 
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and approvals issued under the federal and state programs.  Proposed wetland 1 

replacement will be designed to replace wetlands types, functions, and values to the 2 

greatest extent feasible. 3 

Supplements and Clarifications 4 

Q Are there any parts of the sections that you have sponsored and incorporated by 5 

reference that you would like to supplement or clarify at this time? 6 

A  Not at this time. 7 

Conclusion  8 

Q Does this conclude your testimony? 9 

A  Yes.10 
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