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I. INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE 1 

A. WITNESS BACKGROUND AND EXPERIENCE 2 

Q1. Please state your name, business address and present position. 3 

A1. My name is Michael James Koski.  I am the Vice President of Energy Service for Trow 4 

Engineering Consultants Inc. (“Trow”).  My business address is 1300 Metropolitan Blvd., 5 

Suite 200, Tallahassee, Florida 32308. 6 

Q2. What is your educational background? 7 

A2. I earned a Bachelors Degree in Civil Engineering in 1988 from Lakehead University in 8 

Thunder Bay, Ontario, Canada. 9 

Q3. Briefly describe your work experience. 10 

A3. I have been with Trow since 1988.  I have extensive experience in engineering and 11 

environmental issues, particularly with respect to the pipeline industry.  I have served as a 12 

key team member for numerous major pipeline projects.  My experience includes the 13 

design and construction planning of pipeline routes, pipeline river crossings, erosion and 14 

sediment control, right-of-way reinstatement planning, hydrology/hydraulic studies, slope 15 

and excavation stability assessments, dewatering system design, directional drilling 16 

assessments, construction control and environmental permit negotiations.  I have 17 

provided expert testimony in hearings and litigation, served on technical panels, 18 

presented at industry conferences and authored several related manuals for government 19 

and industry.  My experience encompasses both the Canadian and United States 20 

regulatory environments. 21 
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Q4. Did you submit testimony in the initial proceedings in this docket which resulted in 22 

the granting of a certificate in good standing and other authorizations to 23 

TransCanada Keystone Pipeline, LP (“Keystone”). 24 

A4. Yes, I submitted testimony and exhibits in the initial proceedings in this docket on behalf 25 

of Keystone. 26 

B. PURPOSE OF TESTIMONY 27 

Q5. What is the purpose of this testimony? 28 

A5. The Illinois Commerce Commission (“Commission”) issued an order in this docket on 29 

April 4, 2007 (the “April 2007 Order”), following the evidentiary portion of the 30 

proceeding, granting Keystone a certificate of good standing to operate the proposed 31 

Keystone Pipeline as a common carrier by pipeline in Illinois, finding that the erection, 32 

operation and maintenance of the proposed Keystone Pipeline is necessary and ought 33 

reasonably be made to promote the convenience of the public, authorizing and directing 34 

Keystone to construct and maintain the Keystone Pipeline in Illinois, and authorizing 35 

Keystone to exercise eminent domain to obtain permanent easements and temporary 36 

construction easements along the route of the proposed Keystone Pipeline as set forth in 37 

more detail in the April 2007 Order.  Subsequent to issuance of the April 2007 Order, 38 

Keystone has found it necessary or appropriate to make a number of changes to the route 39 

of the Keystone Pipeline in Illinois from the route described in the proceedings leading 40 

up to the April 2007 Order.  As a result of the route changes, the Keystone Pipeline will 41 

now need to cross a total of 19 new tracts of land in Illinois that were not listed on 42 

Keystone Exhibit 9.2, which I submitted during the initial proceedings in this docket and 43 
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which is referred to in the April 2007 Order.  In addition, as a result of its route 44 

development activities since April 2007, Keystone has identified an additional 11 tracts 45 

of land which were on the route of the Keystone Pipeline described in the Appendix to 46 

the April 2007 Order but which were not listed on Keystone Exhibit 9.2.  Keystone has 47 

filed a petition (the “Second Petition to Reopen”) requesting that the Commission reopen 48 

this docket for the purpose of receiving evidence concerning the changes to the route of 49 

the Keystone Pipeline in Illinois that have occurred since the April 2007 Order, and the 50 

need for, and Keystone’s efforts to acquire by negotiation, easements on the additional 51 

tracts of land, and requesting that the Commission issue an amendatory or supplemental 52 

order modifying Keystone’s certificate in good standing and authority to construct, 53 

operate and maintain the Keystone Pipeline in accordance with the revised route, and 54 

granting Keystone authority to exercise eminent domain, if necessary, to obtain 55 

permanent easements and additional temporary construction easements for the Keystone 56 

Pipeline on the additional tracts.  My testimony will describe the changes that have 57 

occurred in the route of the Keystone Pipeline in Illinois and Keystone’s efforts to 58 

acquire, by negotiation, the necessary easements on the additional tracts of land that will 59 

now be crossed by the pipeline. 60 

Q6. Are you familiar with the Second Petition to Reopen filed by Keystone on February 61 

14, 2008 and the attachments thereto? 62 

A6. Yes, I am. 63 

Q7. Are you familiar with the filing Keystone made with the Commission on January 3, 64 

2008, pursuant to Finding (6) of the April 2007 Order, describing changes that have 65 

occurred to the legal description of the route of the Keystone Pipeline in Illinois? 66 
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A7. Yes, I am.  A copy of Exhibit 1 to that filing (the “Compliance Filing”) is Attachment 1 67 

to the Second Petition to Reopen.  In addition, Attachment 2 to the Second Petition to 68 

Reopen contains a revised legal description of the pipeline route, in clean and blacklined 69 

form, showing one additional revision to the route in Marion County, Illinois beyond the 70 

route described in the Compliance Filing.   71 

Q8. Are you familiar with Keystone’s efforts to acquire, by negotiation, the necessary 72 

easements on the additional tracts of land that will now be crossed by the Keystone 73 

Pipeline in Illinois due to developments since issuance of the April 2007 Order? 74 

A8. Yes, I am. 75 

III. CHANGES TO THE ROUTE OF THE KEYSTONE PIPELINE IN ILLINOIS 76 

Q9. Please briefly describe the reasons for the changes to the physical route of the 77 

Keystone Pipeline in Illinois that have occurred since the April 2007 Order was 78 

issued. 79 

A9. The legal descriptions of the route of the Keystone Pipeline in Illinois provided in 80 

Attachments 1 and 2 to the Second Petition to Reopen reflect a total of six revisions to 81 

the legal description of the route provided in the Appendix to the April 2007 Order.  82 

Three of these six revisions do not represent changes to the physical route of the 83 

Keystone Pipeline in Illinois, but rather are only corrections to the legal description.  The 84 

other three revisions reflect actual changes to the physical route of the Keystone Pipeline.   85 

  First, the point of entry of the Keystone Pipeline into Illinois has been moved to a 86 

point on the West line of Section 4, Township 4 North, Range 9 West of the Third 87 

Principal Meridian in Madison County, approximately 2250 feet north of the Southwest 88 

corner of Section 4.  Originally, the point at which the pipeline entered Illinois was to be 89 
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approximately 1875 feet north of the Southwest corner of Section 4.  Movement of the 90 

point of entry of the pipeline into Illinois to a point approximately 375 feet farther north 91 

than originally planned was necessitated by a change in the route of the pipeline through 92 

Confluence Point State Park in St. Charles County, Missouri.  Confluence Point State 93 

Park is a heavily-used state park located in Missouri along the west bank of the 94 

Mississippi River. 95 

  Second, in the portion of the pipeline route in Madison County from Township 4 96 

North, Range 9 West, Section 1 through Township 4 North, Range 8 West, Section 5, the 97 

route has been changed to make greater use of existing rights-of-way of other pipelines, 98 

specifically the Buckeye Pipeline Company’s Two Rivers Pipeline and Marathon’s 99 

Woodpat Pipeline.  Although this route change will increase the total length of the 100 

Keystone Pipeline in Illinois, it was made as a result of negotiations with landowners.  101 

Landowners expressed a concern about the creation of a new pipeline right-of-way in 102 

areas where existing pipeline rights-of-way were available, and expressed a preference 103 

for greater use of existing pipeline rights-of-way by the Keystone Pipeline.  Additionally, 104 

the original route crossed property in this area that has already been designated for 105 

development.  The revised pipeline route through this area will avoid properties that had 106 

been designated for development. 107 

  Third, the portion of the pipeline route in Marion County from Township 4 North, 108 

Range 1 East, Section 16 through Township 4 North, Range 1 East, Section 10, has been 109 

adjusted to avoid the need to remove trees located near a landowner’s residence.  In 110 

addition, subsequent to the Compliance Filing, Keystone has determined that the route of 111 

the pipeline in Marion County needs to be extended into an additional quarter-section in 112 
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Section 10 so that the Keystone Pipeline will end at the Plains Terminal in Patoka.  113 

Previously it had been planned that the pipeline would terminate at another terminal 114 

facility in the Patoka terminal area.  This revision to the route is being made to better 115 

accommodate the interconnection requirements of the Keystone Project and of the Patoka 116 

terminal area.  Specifically, the legal description in Attachment 1 to the Second Petition 117 

to Reopen states that the pipeline will terminate at the Marathon tank farm in the 118 

Southeast quarter of the Southwest quarter of Section 10 (Township 4 North, Range 1 119 

East in Marion County).  The Plains Terminal is located in the Southwest quarter of the 120 

Southeast quarter of Section 10.  Essentially, in order to be terminated at the Plains 121 

Terminal, the pipeline needs to be extended eastward into an additional quarter section 122 

beyond the end point indicated by the legal description in Attachment 1 to the Second 123 

Petition to Reopen.  The only additional tract crossed by the pipeline as the result of this 124 

short extension is a tract owned by Plains Marketing, LP, the operator of the Plains 125 

Terminal.  In other words, the result of this short extension is that Plains Marketing, LP 126 

will need to grant Keystone an easement on its property in order for the Keystone 127 

Pipeline to be terminated at the Plains Terminal.  The revised legal description of the 128 

pipeline route including this short extension is shown on Attachment 2 to the Second 129 

Petition to Reopen    130 

Q10. Have there been other changes to the route of the Keystone Pipeline in Illinois in 131 

addition to those reflected in Attachments 1 and 2 to the Second Petition to Reopen? 132 

A10. Yes.  As a result of more detailed land surveys and property inspections, and negotiations 133 

with landowners, numerous small changes to the route of the Keystone Pipeline have 134 

been made.  These changes may result in movement of the route in a specific area by 135 
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several hundred feet or less, and may be too small to cause a change in the legal 136 

description of the pipeline route that was set forth in the Appendix to the April 2007 137 

Order.  For example, where the legal description of the pipeline route may state that the 138 

pipeline route runs in an Easterly direction through a specific Section in a particular 139 

Township, a small change may be made in the pipeline route but the route may still run in 140 

an Easterly direction through that same Section, so that the legal description of the route 141 

remains accurate.  Nevertheless, even such small changes to the pipeline route can result 142 

in the route crossing new tracts of land that were not crossed by the original route. 143 

Q11. As a result of the changes to the route of the Keystone Pipeline, will the pipeline now 144 

need to cross tracts of land in Illinois that were not listed on Keystone Exhibit 9.2? 145 

A11. Yes.  As a result of the changes to the route of the Keystone Pipeline, the pipeline will 146 

now need to cross a total of 19 new tracts of land in Illinois that were not listed on 147 

Keystone Exhibit 9.2, which I presented in the initial proceedings in this docket.  These 148 

19 tracts are included in the list of tracts on Attachment 3 to the Second Petition to 149 

Reopen, which is also an exhibit to this testimony identified as Keystone Exhibit 12.1. 150 

Q12. In addition to the 19 tracts that will now be crossed by the Keystone Pipeline due to 151 

physical changes that have occurred in the route, has Keystone identified additional 152 

tracts of land in Illinois that will be crossed by the route of the Keystone Pipeline 153 

but were not listed on Keystone Exhibit 9.2? 154 

A12. Yes.  As a result of more detailed land surveys, physical inspections of the pipeline route, 155 

discussions with landowners, reviews of land records and other activities since the April 156 

2007 Order, Keystone has identified a total of 11 tracts that were on the route of the 157 

Keystone Pipeline described in the Appendix to the April 2007 Order, but were not listed 158 
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on Keystone Exhibit 9.2.  These 11 tracts are also listed in Attachment 3 to the Second 159 

Petition to Reopen and on Keystone Exhibit 12.1. 160 

Q13. Have some of the tracts listed on Attachment 3 to the Second Petition to Reopen and 161 

Keystone Exhibit 12.1 previously been identified as tracts that could be crossed by 162 

the Keystone Pipeline in Illinois? 163 

A13. Yes.  Some of these 30 tracts were originally identified in 2006 as tracts potentially to be 164 

crossed by the Keystone Pipeline in Illinois, were subsequently removed, for various 165 

reasons, from the list of tracts to be crossed by the Keystone Pipeline, but have now been 166 

determined to be crossed by the pipeline route.  As a result of these circumstances, the 167 

owners of some of the 30 tracts were originally contacted by Keystone’s representatives 168 

to discuss acquisition of easements on their land as early as November 2006, when 169 

Keystone first began contacting individual landowners for the purpose of acquiring 170 

easements in Illinois.  Additionally, the owners of some of these 30 tracts also own other 171 

tracts that will be crossed by the Keystone Pipeline, and therefore previously have had 172 

contacts with Keystone’s representatives concerning the acquisition of easements on the 173 

owner’s other tract or tracts. 174 

IV. NEGOTIATIONS WITH OWNERS OF ADDITIONAL TRACTS CROSSED BY 175 

THE KEYSTONE PIPELINE 176 

Q14. What is Keystone Exhibit 12.1? 177 

A14. As I indicated earlier, Keystone Exhibit 12.1 is identical to Attachment 3 to the Second 178 

Petition to reopen.  Keystone Exhibit 12.1 lists the 30 additional tracts that will now be 179 

crossed by the route of the Keystone Pipeline in Illinois and provides the name(s) and 180 

address(es) of the owner(s) of each tract.  Keystone Exhibit 12.1 is presented in the same 181 
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format as Keystone Exhibit 9.2 which I presented in the original proceedings in this 182 

docket. 183 

Q15. What is Keystone Exhibit 12.2? 184 

A15. Keystone Exhibit 12.2 provides the same information as Keystone Exhibit 12.1, listing 185 

the 30 new tracts of land in Illinois that will now be crossed by the Keystone Pipeline and 186 

the names and addresses of the owner or owners of each tract.  In addition, Keystone 187 

Exhibit 12.2 provides information on the status of Keystone’s efforts to obtain, by 188 

negotiations, the necessary easements for the pipeline on these tracts.  Specifically, the 189 

far left-hand column of Keystone Exhibit 12.2 categorizes the status of Keystone’s 190 

negotiations with the owner(s) of each tract, based on a letter code that is summarized on 191 

the last page of the exhibit.  Additionally, the two far right-hand columns on Keystone 192 

Exhibit 12.2 list (i) the dates of Keystone’s meetings or other contacts with the owner(s) 193 

of each tract, and (ii) if an easement agreement has been signed for the tract, the date the 194 

easement agreement was signed.  Keystone Exhibit 12.2 is presented in the same format 195 

as Keystone Exhibit 9.3 which I presented in the original proceedings in this docket. 196 

Q16. Has Keystone initiated negotiations with the owners of the tracts of land listed on 197 

Keystone Exhibits 12.1 and 12.2?  198 

A16. Yes.  As of January 31, 2008, Keystone has had at least one contact with the owner or 199 

owners of 28 of the 30 tracts listed on Keystone Exhibits 12.1 and 12.2.  The two tracts 200 

for which contacts have not occurred are one tract that was very recently identified as 201 

needing to be on the pipeline route, and one tract that is railroad property for which an 202 

easement agreement will not be needed. In fact, as can be seen from Keystone Exhibit 203 
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12.2, as of January 31, 2008, Keystone has had at least one meeting, and in some cases 204 

more than one meeting, with the owner or owners of 20 of the 30 tracts. 205 

Q17. Has Keystone mailed the Informational Package required by the Commission’s 206 

regulations to the owners of the tracts listed in Keystone Exhibits 12.1 and 12.2? 207 

A17. Yes, it has, although not all at the same time.  As I explained earlier, some of these 208 

owners were contacted as early as November 2006 concerning an easement on their 209 

property and therefore were sent an Informational Package as early as late August 2006, 210 

when Keystone first mailed the Informational Package to landowners.  As I also 211 

explained, the owners of some of these tracts were previously contacted concerning 212 

easements on other tracts that they own, and therefore were previously mailed an 213 

Informational Package in connection with Keystone’s efforts to acquire easements on 214 

these owners’ other tracts.  The Informational Package used by Keystone has been 215 

modified on several occasions since August 2006 in order to be kept current with the 216 

facts and developments relating to the Keystone Pipeline.  Keystone included an initial 217 

version of the Informational Package as Attachment G to its original Petition in this 218 

docket filed in June 2006.  In December 2006, Keystone filed a revised version of the 219 

Informational Package with the Commission.  Keystone Exhibit 12.3 to this testimony is 220 

a copy of the Informational Package currently being used by Keystone to send to owners 221 

of tracts in Illinois on which easement agreements may be needed.  222 

Q18. What easements is Keystone seeking from the owners of the tracts listed on 223 

Keystone Exhibits 12.1 and 12.2? 224 

A18. Keystone is seeking nonexclusive 50-foot wide permanent easements on each of these 225 

tracts.  Keystone is also seeking additional 60-foot wide temporary construction 226 
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easements on those tracts that are located between the point at which the Keystone 227 

Pipeline enters Illinois and Wood River, Illinois, and additional 45-foot wide temporary 228 

construction easements on those tracts that are located between Wood River, Illinois and 229 

the terminus of the pipeline at Patoka, Illinois.  These easement requests are consistent 230 

with the modified eminent domain authorization in Finding (8) and the fourth Ordering 231 

Paragraph of the April 2007 Order as modified by the Commission’s Amendatory Order 232 

on Reopening issued January 30, 2008 in this docket.  Upon completion of construction 233 

and the placement of the Keystone Pipeline into operation, the temporary construction 234 

easements will revert to the landowners and Keystone will have no further rights to the 235 

temporary easements.  I also note that one of the 30 tracts listed on Keystone Exhibits 236 

12.1 and 12.2 is railroad property for which the railroad would issue a permit to Keystone 237 

and an easement agreement will not be needed.        238 

Q19. In your “Additional Testimony on Landowner Negotiations”, dated January 8, 239 

2007, Keystone Exhibit 8.0, submitted in the initial proceedings in this docket, at 240 

lines 79-130, you described the process by which Keystone conducts negotiations 241 

with individual landowners to acquire easements for the Keystone Pipeline on 242 

individual tracts.  Is Keystone following these same processes and procedures in 243 

attempting to secure, through negotiations, easements on the additional tracts listed 244 

on Keystone Exhibits 12.1 and 12.2? 245 

A19. Yes, it is.   246 

Q20. Have these processes and procedures been proving to be successful in terms of 247 

enabling Keystone to arrive at and enter into easement agreements with the owners 248 

of tracts on the route of the Keystone Pipeline in Illinois. 249 
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A20. Yes.  There are a total of 233 easement agreements or permits required covering 229 250 

physical tracts that will be crossed by the Keystone Pipeline in Illinois (four of the tracts 251 

require two easement agreements because each of these four tracts is owned by two 252 

different owners).  As of January 31, 2008, Keystone has entered into 139 negotiated 253 

easement agreements with the owners of 137 of these tracts (this includes two of the 254 

tracts with two owners, for which both owners have signed an easement agreement). 255 

Q21. Has Keystone made, or is it prepared to make, fair market value offers to the 256 

owners of the tracts listed on Keystone Exhibits 12.1 and 12.2 for the requested 257 

permanent easements and additional temporary construction easements?   258 

A21. Yes.  As of January 31, 2008, Keystone has made fair market value offers for easements 259 

to the owner or owners of 27 of the 30 tracts listed on Keystone Exhibits 12.1 and 12.2.  260 

The only exceptions are two tracts that have just very recently been identified as being on 261 

the route of the Keystone Pipeline in Illinois, and one tract that is railroad property for 262 

which an easement agreement would not be needed because Keystone would obtain a 263 

permit from the railroad.  Keystone has developed and made these fair market value 264 

offers on the same basis as I described in my “Additional Testimony on Landowner 265 

Negotiations,” Keystone Exhibit 8.0.  As I described in that testimony, typical fair market 266 

values for areas crossed by the pipeline in Illinois were estimated by a licensed real estate 267 

appraisal firm, LaSalle Appraisal Group, Inc. of Chicago, Illinois, based on comparable 268 

recent sales of similar land between a willing seller and a willing buyer in the geographic 269 

area.  These data are also being used to establish offers for the land rights sought on the 270 

additional tracts.  Keystone is offering a value for permanent easement based on this 271 

estimated fair market for the land and is offering 50 percent of the permanent easement 272 
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value for the temporary easements.  As part of its easement agreement, Keystone is 273 

obligated to compensate landowners for damages resulting from construction activities.  274 

Keystone is proposing to compensate landowners for crop loss in an amount equal to 275 

225% of one year’s crop loss.  This approach is based on the assumption that the 276 

landowner will experience a declining crop loss of 100% in the first year, 75% in the 277 

second year and 50% in the third year.  This amounts to a total compensation for crop 278 

loss of 225 percent of the cash value of crops within the area of construction disturbance.  279 

Keystone will establish these values with individual landowners immediately prior to 280 

construction and will compensate landowners for all three years at that time.      281 

Q22. Please summarize the status of Keystone’s negotiations with the owners of the 30 282 

tracts listed on Keystone Exhibits 12.1 and 12.2.  283 

A22. As I noted, as of January 31, 2008, Keystone’s representatives have contacted the owner 284 

or owners of 28 of the 30 tracts, and have had one or more face-to-face meetings with the 285 

owners of 20 of the 30 tracts.  As of January 30, 2008, Keystone has signed agreements 286 

for the necessary easements with the owners of 8 of the 30 tracts; and, as I noted, one of 287 

the tracts is railroad property for which a permit would be obtained from the railroad 288 

rather than an easement agreement.  Keystone has made written offers to acquire 289 

easements to the owners of 19 of the other 21 tracts.   Additional details about the number 290 

and type of Keystone’s contacts with, and the status of Keystone’s negotiations with, the 291 

owners of each of the 30 tracts is provided on Keystone Exhibit 12.2. 292 

Q23. Are there any landowners listed on Keystone Exhibits 12.1 and 12.2 who Keystone 293 

believes are unwilling to engage in good faith negotiations with Keystone towards an 294 

easement agreement for their property? 295 
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A23. Yes, unfortunately, the nature of the meetings and other contacts Keystone’s 296 

representatives have had to date with the owner of one of the 30 tracts has been such that 297 

Keystone does not believe the owner of this tract is willing to engage in good faith 298 

negotiations with Keystone to arrive at an agreement for an easement for the Keystone 299 

Pipeline on the property.  Keystone Exhibit 12.4 provides additional information about 300 

Keystone’s efforts to negotiate an easement agreement with the owner of this tract.   301 

Q24. In your opinion, is Keystone engaging in good-faith negotiations with the owners of 302 

the tracts of land listed on Keystone Exhibits 12.1 and 12.2 to acquire the necessary 303 

permanent easements and additional temporary construction easements on those 304 

tracts for the Keystone Pipeline? 305 

A24. Yes, it is.  As I have indicated, Keystone is following the same processes and procedures 306 

with respect to negotiating with these landowners that I described in my testimony in the 307 

initial proceedings in this docket. 308 

Q25. Why is Keystone requesting authority to utilize eminent domain to acquire 309 

easements for the Keystone Pipeline on the tracts listed on Keystone Exhibits 12.1 310 

and 12.2? 311 

A25. Although Keystone desires to acquire easements through voluntary agreements with 312 

landowners arrived at through negotiations, has already acquired easements on eight of 313 

these tracts and expects to obtain a permit to cross the one tract that is railroad property, 314 

and will continue to attempt to acquire the necessary easements on the remaining 21 315 

tracts through negotiations, it may prove necessary to use eminent domain to acquire the 316 

necessary easements on one or more of these tracts, in order to complete construction of 317 

the Keystone Pipeline and place it into service in a timely manner.  Although Keystone is 318 
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assiduously continuing, or attempting to continue, its negotiation efforts with the owners 319 

of these tracts, and will continue to attempt to exercise all reasonable mutual negotiation 320 

efforts, it will be necessary for Keystone to commence construction of the Keystone 321 

Pipeline in Illinois in April 2009 in order to place the pipeline into operation by 322 

November 30, 2009 as planned.  November 30, 2009 is the in-service date required by 323 

shippers that have committed to ship crude petroleum on the Keystone Pipeline.  Given 324 

the construction timetable, it may be necessary for Keystone (assuming receipt of 325 

eminent domain authority from the Commission) to file condemnation actions against the 326 

owners of one or more of the tracts listed on Keystone Exhibits 12.1 and 12.2 during the 327 

first half of 2008.  In fact, Keystone expects that it will begin to file condemnation 328 

actions against certain of the tracts listed on Keystone Exhibit 9.2, on which Keystone 329 

has been unable to acquire easements through negotiation, in February or March 2008. 330 

Q26. If granted eminent domain authority by the Commission with respect to the tracts 331 

of land listed on Keystone Exhibits 12.1 and 12.2, will Keystone attempt to exercise 332 

eminent domain to acquire easements on any of the tracts for which it has not made 333 

a bona fide offer to the landowner? 334 

A26. No.  Keystone will not seek to exercise eminent domain to obtain easement rights on a 335 

particular tract without first having conveyed a fair market value offer to the landowner 336 

and then providing an opportunity to negotiate the offer.   337 

Q27. Does this conclude your prepared direct testimony on reopening? 338 

A27. Yes, it does. 339 


