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Q. Please state your name and business address. 1 

A. My name is Sheena Kight-Garlisch.  My business address is 527 East Capitol 2 

Avenue, Springfield, Illinois 62701. 3 

Q. Are you the same Sheena Kight-Garlisch who previously testified in this 4 

proceeding? 5 

A. Yes, I am.  I filed direct testimony as ICC Staff Exhibit 2.0. 6 

Q. What is the purpose of your rebuttal testimony in this proceeding? 7 

A. The purpose of my rebuttal testimony is to present my evaluation of the financial 8 

capability of FutureGen Industrial Alliance, Inc. (“FutureGen” or “Company”) to 9 

construct, operate and maintain the proposed pipeline from Meredosia, Illinois to 10 

a deep geologic carbon dioxide storage facility in eastern Morgan County. This 11 

testimony evaluates the proposal advanced by FutureGen in its Amended 12 

pleadings. 13 

Q. Please summarize your conclusions. 14 

A. It is my opinion that, through its cooperative agreement with the Department of 15 

Energy (“DOE”) and the Power Purchase Agreements,1 FutureGen is capable of 16 

financing the construction, operation and maintenance of the amended proposed 17 

pipeline.  18 

                                            
1 Supplemental Direct Testimony of Kenneth K. Humphreys Exhibits A and B and Order, Docket 13-0034, 
June 26, 2013. 
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Q. What is the estimated total cost of the construction of the amended 19 

proposed pipeline? 20 

A.  The total cost of the amended proposed pipeline is $64 million.2 (See attachment 21 

A.)   22 

Q. Does FutureGen have access to sufficient capital to construct, operate and 23 

maintain the amended proposed pipeline? 24 

A. Yes, FutureGen has the cash on hand to cover the cost of construction of its 25 

portion of the amended pipeline.3 In addition, FutureGen witness Kenneth K. 26 

Humphreys states that the DOE will reimburse FutureGen for 99% of the cost to 27 

construct the amended pipeline.4  28 

Q. Does this conclude your prepared direct testimony? 29 

A. Yes, it does. 30 

                                            
2  FutureGen Response to Staff data request SK 2.01. 
3  Supplemental Direct Testimony of Kenneth K. Humphreys Exhibit D.  
4  Supplemental Direct Testimony of Kenneth K. Humphreys at 4 and Exhibit A. 
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Company: FutureGen Industrial Alliance, Inc. 

Regarding: Docket 13-0252: FutureGen Industrial Alliance, Inc.’s 
Application for a Certificate Authorizing the Construction and 
Operation of a Carbon Dioxide Pipeline 
 

Date Submitted: August 29, 2013 
 
  

FUTUREGEN INDUSTRIAL ALLIANCE, INC.’S RESPONSES TO ILLINOIS 
COMMERCE COMMISSION STAFF’S DATA REQUESTS SK 2.01  

 
 The FutureGen Industrial Alliance, Inc. (“Alliance”), by its attorneys, provides the 

following responses to Data Request SK 2.01 propounded by the Staff of the Illinois Commerce 

Commission (“Staff”).  These data request responses were prepared at the direction of Chris 

Burger.  Mr. Burger is a Professional Engineer and a Vice President at Patrick Engineering.  He 

currently serves as the carbon dioxide storage project manager for the Alliance for the FutureGen 

2.0 project.  His business address is 300 West Edwards, Springfield, Illinois.  Mr. Burger’s 

telephone number is (217) 391-3502.  Mr. Burger has personal knowledge of the information 

provided in these responses to the data requests, and the information contained therein is true and 

correct, to the best of his knowledge and belief. 

These responses are provided subject to the following general objections which apply to 

each data request. 

General Objections 

1. The Alliance objects to each data request to the extent that the information sought 

is covered by the attorney-client privilege, the attorney work-product privilege, the settlement 

privilege, or other judicially or administratively-recognized privileges.  The inadvertent 

production of any privileged document is not a waiver of the Alliance’s rights to assert any 

applicable privilege with respect to any such document or any other document or matter. 
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2. The Alliance objects to each data request to the extent that it fails to describe the 

documents or information requested with reasonable particularity and is, therefore, unreasonably 

vague, overly broad, duplicative, and/or unduly burdensome. 

3.  The Alliance objects to each data request to the extent that it would impose on the 

Alliance an undue burden that outweighs the probative value of the information requested. 

4. The Alliance objects to each data request to the extent that it seeks to require 

information that is outside the scope of this proceeding and not reasonably calculated to lead to 

the discovery of admissible evidence. 

5. The Alliance objects to each data request that seeks to require the preparation of 

new data, documents, studies or analyses, or the compilation of data in a manner other than that 

in which they currently exist. 

6. The Alliance objects to each data request to the extent that it requires the Alliance 

to produce materials not in its possession or control. 

7. The Alliance objects to each data request to the extent that it is ambiguous or it 

seeks to require the Alliance to make legal conclusions or engage in speculation. 

8. The Alliance objects to each data request to the extent that it would require the 

Alliance to produce or make available proprietary, trade secret, or confidential information, 

which is not available to the public, and which, if disclosed freely, would subject the Alliance to 

risk of competitive disadvantage or other business injury.  To the extent that any such 

information is responsive and provided, such proprietary, trade secret, or confidential 

information will be provided or made available in strict accordance with a Protective Order 

issued by the presiding Administrative Law Judge in this matter. 

9. The Alliance objects to each data request to the extent that a request could be 

interpreted to seek onerous amounts of data from a consulting or professional firm. 
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10. The Alliance objects to each data request to the extent that it seeks “all” related 

documents, or other items or information.  Such requests are significantly overbroad and, if 

interpreted literally, could require the Alliance to provide, inter alia, voluminous documents 

repeating data from other sources.  With respect to voluminous documents, the Alliance may 

undertake steps to reduce the burden, such as making such documents available for review in its 

offices or those of its outside counsel.  

11. The Alliance’s responses consist of information available to the Alliance at the 

time of the responses.  As discovery, investigation, and case preparation continues and produces 

further information, the Alliance expressly reserves the right to rely on such information. 

12. All general objections apply to each data request, regardless of whether a specific 

objection is stated. 

13. All of the Alliance’s responses are without prejudice to the Alliance’s right to 

assert any of the foregoing objections in response to any follow-up, supplemental, additional or 

new data requests. 

14.  The Alliance’s investigation continues.  The Alliance reserves the right to modify 

or add to any of the responses or objections herein at a later date if further discovery, 

factual development, or analysis warrants such a modification or if additional information 

is located which may be responsive to these Data Requests and not otherwise privileged 

from discovery. These responses are made without prejudice to the right of the Alliance to 

use in later discovery or to present at trial such evidence that may be later discovered or 

evaluated.
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SK 2.01 The Company’s Motion filed July 31, 2013 states on page 2 in paragraph 5 that 
the Alliance proposes an amended Pipeline route.  Please provide the following: 

 
 A) total cost of construction for the amended Pipeline route (including direct 

and indirect costs, and any other costs associated with the new alternative 
route transmission line); 

B) total cost of the entire project, including;  direct cost of construction, 
indirect cost of construction, any right-of-way costs, and any other costs 
associated with the project; and 

C) the total cost of the facilities the Company seeks to be certified in ICC 
Docket No. 13-0252 

 

ANSWER: 

 Subject to and without waiving its objections, the Alliance states as follows: 

A) Total Cost of the Amended Route. In response to requests from several landowners 
along the Alliance’s original proposed pipeline route, the Alliance has identified and 
analyzed a number of potential pipeline route changes.  The Alliance incorporated many 
of those changes into its Motion to Amend Its Application for Certification to Construct 
and Operate A Carbon Dioxide Pipeline, filed on July 31, 2013.  On August 27, 2013, 
Administrative Law Judge Von Qualen granted the Alliance’s Motion. 
 
In his testimony submitted as Exhibit A to the Alliance’s Application, Mr. Ken 
Humphreys stated that the total estimated cost for the pipeline project was estimated to be 
$74 million.  Since the Application was submitted, further analysis by the Alliance has 
resulted in design changes that reduce the costs for constructing the pipeline.  For 
example, the Alliance has determined that certain equipment – specifically, booster 
pumps – is not necessary.  The current preliminary estimate for the total cost of the 
pipeline project, as amended, is approximately $64 million, including direct cost of 
construction, indirect cost of construction, rights-of-way acquisition costs, and other 
indirect costs.   
 

B) Total Cost of the Entire Project.   The total estimated overall cost for the FutureGen 2.0 
project is $1.6 billion.   
 

C) The Total Cost of the facilities for which the Alliance seeks certification.  The 
facilities sought to be certified by the Alliance include the pipeline, the control system, 
the inline inspection tool launchers, valves, the metering systems, analyzers, and all other 
auxiliary equipment associated with the pipeline from the power plant point of transfer to 
the well heads for carbon dioxide injection.  The preliminary estimate of the total cost of 
the pipeline facilities is $64 million, which includes the direct and indirect costs for 
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equipment and materials, construction, and the associated indirects. Additional 
refinement of these costs is expected during the design process.  
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