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INTRODUCTION AND QUALIFICATIONS

Please state your name, employer, and business address.

My name is Wade Isaacson. | am a Senior Property and Right-of-Way Agent for
ALLETE Renewable Resources, Inc. My business address is 1101 North 8th Street,
New Salem, North Dakota 58563.

. Briefly describe your work history and education.

| have worked for ALLETE Renewable Resources, Inc., which is a subsidiary of
ALLETE, Inc., since June 2010. ALLETE Renewable Resources, Inc., operates and
maintains wind generation facilities in North Dakota for Minnesota Power, a division
of ALLETE, Inc. (“Minnesota Power”). In my current role, | supervise the activities of
a Property and Right-of-Way Agent, manage the south-central North Dakota
landowner database, and oversee distribution of annual option and easement

payments to participating landowners.

Prior to joining ALLETE Renewable Resources, Inc., | was a Right-of-Way Agent for
Finley Engineering in Bismarck, ND. In that role, | conducted title researches,
acquired easements, resolved crop and damage claims, and managed landowner

databases for clients developing infrastructure projects.

| have a B.A. in Business Administration from Minot State University in Minot, ND. A
copy of my resume is provided as proposed MP Exhibit 3-1.

PURPOSE OF TESTIMONY

What is the purpose of your Direct Testimony?

The purpose of my testimony is to discuss my role with respect to the Bison 4 Wind
Project (“Project”) in light of the North Dakota Public Service Commission’s (“PSC”)
Notice of Hearing, including my interactions and alleged interactions with Keith and

Deanna Kessler (“Kesslers”).
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. What proposed hearing exhibits are provided with your testimony?

The following proposed hearing exhibits accompany my testimony:
e MP Exhibit 3-1: Isaacson Resume
e MP Exhibit 3-2: February 9, 2017 Minnesota Power Email Exchange

INVOLVEMENT WITH BISON 4 PROJECT

. What was your role with respect to the Project?

Prior to construction, | supervised right-of-way acquisition for the Project. My role
included supervising Scott Monroe, another right-of-way agent; conducting title
searches; and negotiating option and easement agreements with out-of-state

landowners.

Did you assist with the preparation of the Project’s Certificate of Site
Compatibility (“CSC”) Application?
No.

. INTERACTIONS WITH KESSLERS

Who was primarily responsible for negotiating option and easement
agreements for the Project with the Kesslers?

Scott Monroe was primarily responsible for negotiating agreements with in-state
landowners, which included the Kesslers. However, | may have sent the proposed

option and easement agreements to the Kesslers initially.

. Have you read the Kesslers’ Second Revised Complaint in this matter?

Yes.
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. Are you aware that the Kesslers allege that they told you “prior to the public

hearing” that they were concerned about the location of Turbine 441 (Second
Revised Complaint, | 18(2))?

. Yes, | am aware of that allegation.

. Are you aware that the Kesslers allege specifically that they told you prior to

the public hearing “that the residence was not ‘an abandoned building’’ and
“had recently been used by other family members and was intended to be
used by their son when he returned from college” (Second Revised Complaint,
118(3))?

. Yes, | am also aware of those allegations.

. Have you reviewed the Kesslers’ initial and supplemental answers to

Minnesota Power’s discovery requests in this matter?

. Yes.

. Are you aware that the Kesslers allege in their supplemental discovery

responses that representatives of Minnesota Power, including you, prevented
them from raising a concern regarding the structure in Section 15, Township
141 North, Range 87 West, Oliver County, North Dakota (“Section 15
Structure”) at the public hearing by promising that locating turbines close to
the Section 15 Structure “would not happen and it couldn’t happen because
the law required the set off’ (Kesslers’ Answers to Minnesota Power’s First
Set of Request for Admissions, Interrogatories, and Requests for Production

of Documents to Petitioners, Supp. Resp. to Request for Admission No. 8)?

. Yes, | am aware of those allegations.

. Did you attend the September 13, 2013 public hearing on the CSC Application

held by the PSC?

. No.
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. Did you meet with the Kesslers prior to the PSC issuing an Order granting a

Certificate of Site Compatibility for the Project on September 25, 20137

. No.

. What is the earliest interaction with the Kesslers that you remember?

. | remember talking with the Kesslers when they came to the Project’s operations and

maintenance building in New Salem, ND on October 23, 2013, to meet with Scott
Monroe to review and sign easement documents. | may have also sent Project-

related correspondence to the Kesslers prior to October 23, 2013.

. Based on your responses, is your testimony that you could not have made any

alleged statements to the Kesslers before or at the public hearing because you
did not meet with them until October 23, 20137

. Yes.

. Are you aware that the Kesslers allege in their answers to Minnesota Power’s

discovery requests that you assured them “the towers in no way were going to
bother [the Kesslers’] land at all” (Kesslers’ Answers to Minnesota Power’s
First Set of Request for Admissions, Interrogatories, and Requests for

Production of Documents to Petitioners, Resp. to Interrogatory No. 12)??

. Yes, | am aware of this allegation.

. Did you at any time tell the Kesslers that the Project’s towers would in no way

bother the Kesslers’ land?

. No.

. When did you first learn the Kesslers had a concern regarding the placement

of Turbine 441 in relation to the Section 15 Structure?

. On February 9, 2017, Mr. Kessler came to the Project's New Salem, ND office to

discuss reclamation issues. As he was leaving, Mr. Kessler mentioned to Todd

Simmons (also with Minnesota Power) and me that his son was living in a house
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near Turbine 441 that they had started remodeling, and noted a concern regarding

noise.

. Please refer to what has been marked as proposed MP Exhibit 3-2 to your

testimony. Are you the author of the email to Matthew Freudenrich sent at
4:23 pm on February 9, 2017 that is in MP Exhibit 3-27?

. Yes.

. Was that email prompted by the discussion with Mr. Kessler on February 9,

20177

. Yes.

. After the February 9, 2017 discussion with Mr. Kessler, did you have any

further discussions with the Kesslers regarding the Section 15 Structure and
Turbine 4417

. Yes. Later that spring, after the Kesslers raised concerns regarding Turbine 441

and reclamation issues with the PSC Staff, the PSC Staff asked Minnesota Power to
meet with them and the Kesslers at the Kesslers’ property to discuss the concerns.
Scott Monroe, Ben Reister (the Project site manager), and | met with John Schuh,

Jerry Lein, and the Kesslers on April 14, 2017 at the Kesslers’ property.

. During the April14, 2017 meeting, what was discussed regarding the

Section 15 Structure and Turbine 4417

. | remember generally a discussion about the proximity of Turbine 441 to the

Section 15 Structure and concerns regarding noise. | also remember Mr. Kessler
stating that Minnesota Power had told him Turbine 441 would not be within 1,400
feet of the Section 15 Structure. We had not found anything to support that sort of
allegation, so | asked Mr. Kessler if he had something in writing, such as an e-mail
or written correspondence, as | was trying to understand what his comment was
based on, and Mr. Kessler got very upset. Mr. Kessler then stated something along

the lines of “That'’s [expletive], | thought a handshake was good enough,” and that he



>4 had testified at the Oliver County hearing about Turbine 441 being too close to the

185 house on Section 15. | specifically remember those comments both because
156 Mr. Kessler got upset and because, after the meeting, | listened to the public hearing
157 audio recording to see what Mr. Kessler had said on the record, and confirmed that
158 his testimony did not include anything about Turbine 441 or the Section 15 Structure.
159

160 V. CONCLUSION

161

162 Q. Does this conclude your Direct Testimony?

163 A. Yes.

164



