Clean Water Action Alliance of Minnesota

308 East Hennepin Avenue

Minneapolis, MN 55414
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November 10, 2005

Mr. Richard Hargis

NEPA Document Manager

M/S 922-342C

U.S. Department of Energy

National Energy Technology Laboratory

P.O. Box 10940

Pittsburgh, PA 15236-0940

Mr. Hargis:

On behalf of Clean Water Action Alliance of Minnesota’s 60,000 members, thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement for the Mesaba Energy Project.  Clean Water Action Alliance of Minnesota works to ensure that Minnesota has clean and safe water now and for generations to come.
Many of our comments are in support of the comments of Carol A. Overland.  Our comments can be divided into the following issues areas:
· Atmospheric resources

· Water resources

· Cultural resources

· Ecological resources

· Floodplains and Wetlands

· Health and safety impacts

· Community resources

· Cumulative effects and Connected actions

· Alternatives analysis

Atmospheric resources
· Identify potential impacts of all phases of the project on important resource areas, including Class I areas (Voyageurs National Park, Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness), as well as state wildlife management areas and conservation easements (Trout Lake Wildlife Management Area, Bowstring Deer Yard Wildlife Management Area, Sugar Lake Conservation Easement, Bass Brook Wildlife Management Area, Bear Island-Deer Lake Island Wildlife Management Area).
· List specific responses for the different potential feedstocks.

· Identify and quantify emission potentials separately for each state of the process, as well as cumulative totals.

· Identify emissions levels for sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides, carbon monoxide, volatile organic compounds, PM10, PM25, and mercury.

· Since one of the potential pollution control benefits coal gasification technology is the ability to capture more mercury in the process instead of releasing it to the air, identify what will be done with the mercury captured by the proposed control technology.

· Specify plan for monitoring fugitive emissions, including compounds monitored for, the threshold for concern, and the notification system.

· Specify plans for monitoring for fugitive particulate emissions, including PM10 and PM25.

· Identify the expected carbon dioxide emissions level and compare this with the level of most existing coal fired power plants.
· Explain how the project is sequestration adaptable, including:

· Which geographic location would be utilized for sequestration.

· How CO2 emissions would get to the sequestration site.

· What the impact of sequestration of CO2 emissions is on the aquifer used.

· Address the impact of any amount of mercury deposition into waters already contaminated with mercury.

· Address how Excelsior Energy plans to reduce mercury emissions from existing sources, to offset its proposed new source of mercury.

Water resources
· Identify potential impacts on surface and groundwater resources and water quality, including effects of water usage, wastewater management, stormwater management, and soil erosion and sedimentation in the Mississippi River and Great Lakes Basins.

· List specific responses for the different potential feedstocks.

· Identify and quantify wastewater separately for each stage of the process, as well as cumulative totals.

· Identify and quantify wastewater contamination separately for each stage of the process, as well as cumulative totals.

· Explain how the wastewater system will avoid past water permit violations (for selenium, cyanide, and arsenic) at the plant upon which the Mesaba project is based.

· Address the impact of any amount of mercury deposition into waters already contaminated with mercury.

· Explain why additional water resources must be identified for Phase II.  Identify additional available water resources and means, cost, and feasibility of tapping that water.

· Discuss whether Phase I should proceed if readily available additional water supply for Phase II is not available.

· Discuss whether, and to what percentage, wastewater is recycled into the system after treatment.

· For wastewater not recycled into the system, identify the path through the Mississippi River watershed and address the ability of the area to handle this magnitude of wastewater.

· Identify whether the stated use of 6,500 gallons of water per minute includes recycled water.
Cultural resources
· Identify the effects on historic and archaeological resources.

· Identify the effects on Native American tribal resources, including the impacts of additional mercury pollution on diet and other environmental justice issues.
Ecological resources
· Identify plans to address the impacts on the following state wildlife management areas and conservation easements, including air pollution and mercury bioaccumulation in wildlife.
· Trout Lake Wildlife Management Area
· 38 acres in Itasca County; one of the longest known eagle-nesting sites in Minnesota

· Bowstring Deer Yard Wildlife Management Area
· 160 acres in Itasca County; forest -wildlife habitat for forest songbirds and important deer winter concentration area
· Sugar Lake Conservation Easement
· 78.4 acres in Itasca County; shoreline and adjoining waters are critical fish and wildlife habitat (bald eagles, loons, herons, ducks, terns, mink, beaver, otters, and numerous other birds and mammals)
· Bass Brook Wildlife Management Area
· 313.45 acres in Itasca County; shoreline has extensive beds of wild rice, used by waterfowl (Yellow-throated Vireo, the declining Scarlet Tanager, Virginia and Sora rails, and nesting Great Blue Herons) and furbearers (mink, otters, beavers and muskrats); reptiles and amphibians such as blue spotted salamanders, painted, snapping and the eastern spiny soft shell turtles. 
· Bear Island-Deer Lake Island Wildlife Management Area
· 23.6 acres in Itasca County; contains old-growth white cedar, bald eagle nesting sites
Floodplains and Wetlands
· Identify the impacts of potential carbon dioxide pipeline construction on wetlands hydrology.

· Identify impact of toxic metals bioaccumulation in wetlands wildlife.

· Identify impact of toxic metals uptake by wetlands plants.
Health and safety impacts
· Identify the protection plan for workers from inhalation exposure to contaminated steam.

· Identify the protection plan for workers from exposure to particulates.

· Identify plan to reduce the mercury contamination of area lakes and rivers, as well as to educate residents and visitors of the hazards of overconsumption of mercury-contaminated fish.

Community resources

· The number of jobs created by this proposal has changed several times in different versions of the proposal.  Identify how many permanent jobs this plant would create.

· Identify plans to work with landowners who will have power lines going through their land.
Cumulative effects and Connected actions
· Identify the impact of the Mesabi Nuggets iron ore production facility in Nashwauk.

· Identify other proposals of potential pollution sources in the area.
· Identify the impact of Phase II and beyond (second and third potential plants).
Alternatives analysis

· Consider broader alternatives analysis.
· Explain why DOE’s environmental responsibility under NEPA is decreased because this is not a federal project, even though DOE funding is involved.

· Evaluate the use of 100% biodiesel for plant startup.

· Evaluate the impacts on a greenfield site, versus a brownfield site.

· Identify any work done by Excelsior Energy to analyze alternative sources of energy to generate electricity, including the cost of using resources found in Minnesota (wind, solar, biomass).
· Explain why the current proposal does not include the development of wind resources, as was included in original proposals.
Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the EIS for the Mesaba Energy Project.  The people of Minnesota deserve to know the full impact of any proposal, but especially for one of such large pollution potential in an area with many important natural resources.
Sincerely,

Erin Jordahl Redlin

Energy Campaign Coordinator

Clean Water Action Alliance of Minnesota

