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 626 Cochrans Mill Road, P.O. Box 10940, Pittsburgh, PA  15236 

George.Pukanic@netl.doe.gov • Voice (412) 386-6085 • Fax (412) 386-4775 • www.netl.doe.gov 

 

July 29, 2009 
 
Mr. Dennis A. Gimmestad  
Government Programs & Compliance Officer  
State Historic Preservation Office  
Minnesota Historical Society  
345 Kellogg Blvd. W.  
St. Paul, MN 55102-1903 
 
Dear Mr. Gimmestad: 
  
In a letter dated April 28, 2008 regarding the Mesaba Energy Project, you indicated that there was 
not an adequate description of the Holman-Cliffs Mine Landscape District in a Historic Resources 
Assessment Report for the West Range Site prepared by Summit Envirosolutions, Inc. regarding 
eligibility for listing in the NHRP and the assessment of any project effects. 
  
Attached is a Historic Resources Survey Report of the Holman-Cliffs Iron Ore mining Landscape 
for the West Range Site dated June 2008 that you may not have received. In the report there is 
considerable description of the Holman-Cliffs Mine Landscape District. It is the Department of 
Energy determination that this site would be eligible for listing in the NHRP. As previously 
commented in correspondence to you in April 2008: 
 
 DOE has made the determination of no adverse impact of the project on any historical 

structure at the West Range Plant Site. Mining and mining transportation properties are 
necessarily associated with industrial activity and the activities for the Mesaba project 
would be consistent with the historical character of the area. At distances grater than a mile, 
the proposed plant would not block or intrude into any views of historic resources, and it 
would be low enough on the horizon that it would not introduce an element that is out of 
scale or in considerable contrast to the surrounding area. Actually, from a distance, the 
plant may very well be in keeping with the industrial nature of the mining landscape, 
reminiscent of the large scale concentration/washing plants in the area. 

 
Results of the additional research and field survey in the attached report should confirm the DOE 
determination. The Holman-Cliffs Iron-Ore Mining Landscape was an industrial operation first and 
foremost, and a new industrial plant located within a mile or more of the proposed historic district 
would be visually consistent with the historic character of the landscape. It appears that no part of 
the proposed historic district would fall within the APE. Hence, it is DOE’s determination that the 
Mesaba Energy Project would have no adverse effect on the proposed Holman-Cliffs iron Ore 
Mining Landscape historic district. 
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We request your response to our determination of no adverse effect in accordance with Section 106 
of the National Historic Preservation Act. Please let me know whether you need any additional 
information. 
 
  Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
      George W. Pukanic 
cc:  Richard Hargis 
      Jason Lewis 
      Paul Detwiler 
 
Attachment 
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