
Commenter 88 – Alisha 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 88-1 
A discussion of potential health effects appears in Section 3.20 of the 
EIS. A discussion of potential effects to biological resources appears 
in Section 3.7.2 of the EIS. 

88-1 

 



Commenter 89 – Ashley Anderson Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 89-1 
A discussion of potential health and safety effects appears in Section 
3.20 of the EIS. 

89-1 

 



Commenter 90 – Jeff Asfoor Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 90-1 
A discussion of vegetation cover appears in Section 3.7.2.1 of the EIS. 
The affected acreage of each type of vegetation appears in Table 3.7-
10 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 90-2 
A discussion of the potential to overlap the Project ROW with existing 
road ROW appears in Section 3.19 of the EIS. For purposes of 
analysis, it is assumed that the Project ROW would be located parallel 
to and close-by, but not overlapping with existing ROW. The distance 
between the Project ROW and any existing ROWs would be 
determined during structure siting and final placement of the 
transmission line alignment, after a Route Alternative is selected.  
 
Comment 90-3 
Text in Sections 3.11.2, Impacts to Homes and Structure, and 3.11.3.6 
has been supplemented with a discussion on the potential to avoid 
impacts to homes through route flexibility. The number of homes listed 
in Table 3.11-10 are those within a certain distance to a feasible 
transmission line alignment. The actual alignment and associated 
ROW would be adjusted to avoid impacts to homes and other 
structures as practicable.  

90-2

90-1 

90-3

 



Commenter 91 – Phillip Avery Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 91-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 91-1 

 



Commenter 92 – Linda Bathen Responses 
 

 
Comment 92-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

92-1 

 



Commenter 93 – Becca 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 93-1 
Text in Section 3.18.2.2 has been supplemented to include a 
discussion of the potential for the Project to interfere with natural gas 
and crude oil pipelines and result in ignition of released natural gas or 
crude oil. Text in Section 3.18.3.3 has been supplemented to included 
mitigation measures to address potential interference.   

93-1 

 



Commenter 94 – Mary Bedeau Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 94-1 
A discussion of impacts to forested areas appears in Section 3.15.2 of 
the EIS. A discussion of impacts to land cover and land use appears in 
Section 3.10.2 of the EIS. The potential to co-locate the Project with 
existing pipeline corridor and resulting potential effects are discussed 
in Section 3.18 of the EIS. 

94-1 

 



Commenter 95 – Vernon Beighley 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 95-1 
A discussion of the potential effect of the Project on property values 
appears in Section 3.11.2 of the EIS. A discussion of the property 
acquisition process appears in Section 2.4.3 of the EIS.  

95-1



Commenter 95 – Vernon Beighley 

 

Responses 
 

 
Comment 95-2 
A discussion of potential health effects appears in Section 3.20 of the 
EIS. A discussion of the potential impact on property values appears in 
Section 3.11.2 of the EIS.  
 
Comment 95-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. A description of the process used in developing the 
scope for the EIS is included in Section 1.4. Section 2.1.2 identifies the 
areas considered for development of route alternatives. Section 2.2 
identifies the alternatives evaluated in the EIS, while Section 2.3.3 
discusses why some route alternatives considered during scoping 
were not carried further in the evaluation. More detail on the scoping 
decision is included in Appendix A. All route alternatives under 
consideration contain forested areas, and all cross portions of the 
Chippewa National Forest.  
 
Comment 95-4 
A discussion of easement compensation and mitigation measures 
applicable to private land owners appears in Sections 3.11.3.5 and 
3.11.3.6, respectively.  

95-2

95-3

95-4

 



Commenter 96 – George Berbee 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 96-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

96-1 

 



Commenter 97 – Don Berg Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 97-1 
The Applicants have requested to construct a line using a permanently 
cleared ROW of approximately 125 feet. The Applicants have 
requested a 1,000-foot route to allow some flexibility to work with 
landowners and avoid homes and other sensitive areas before 
determining a final alignment of their 125-foot wide ROW. Although the 
specified property (Jefferson Avenue and 15th Street SW) is included 
within the 1,000-foot width of Route Alternative 2, the most likely 
alignment and feasible ROW evaluated in the EIS would be closer to 
U.S. Highway 2 in this area, north and east of the described property. 
 
Comment 97-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

97-1

97-2 

 



Commenter 98 – Lisa Burlage 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 98-1 
Thank you for your comment. OES Staff provided the requested map 
on March 10, 2010.  

98-1



Commenter 98 – Lisa Burlage 

 

Responses 
 

 



Commenter 99 – Dale Burnette 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
 
Comment 99-1 
A discussion of potential health effects appears in Section 3.20 of the 
EIS. 

99-1 

 



Commenter 100 – Denny and Jane Carlson 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 100-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

100-1 

 



Commenter 101 – Dawn Cloud 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 101-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

101-1 

 



Commenter 102 – Paul Comstock 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
 
 
Comment 102-1 
A discussion of cumulative effects with the Enbridge Energy pipeline 
expansions appears in Section 4 of the EIS. Minimum lot sizes in 
Bemidji Township, and other areas where zoning is administered by 
the Greater Bemidji Area Joint Planning Board, vary from 6,000 
square feet to five acres, depending on the zoning classification. 
Minimum lot sizes are exclusive of easements for roadways and major 
utilities. Text in Section 3.10.2.2 has been supplemented to include 
information on minimum lot sizes and the potential impact of the 
Project on residential development. 
 
Comment 102-2 
Maps included in Appendix D of the EIS have been updated with 
recent aerial photographs to display homes located in proximity to the 
Study Area. 
 
Comment 102-3 
A discussion of health effects appears in Section 3.20 of the EIS. 

102-1

102-3

102-2

 



Commenter 103 – Scott and Benita Dingman 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
 
Comment 103-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

103-1 

 



Commenter 104 – Harriet Evans 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
 
Comment 104-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

104-1 

 



Commenter 105 – Mark Frederick 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 105-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. A discussion of the presence of and potential 
impacts to biological resources and species of concern appears in 
Sections 3.7 and 3.8 of the EIS, respectively. 
 

105-1 

 



Commenter 106 – James Gladen 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
 
Comment 106-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and will be included in 
the record for this EIS. 

106-1 



Commenter 106 – Gladen Responses 
 

 



Commenter 107 – David Gooch 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 107-1 
The Applicants evaluated alternative locations for Route Alternative 3 
prior to developing the route described in the EIS. During the 
evaluation it was determined that extending Route Alternative 3 east 
from the Wilton Substation to Highway 71 would require siting the 
Project through a high density residential development. Extending 
Route Alternative 3 north of Bemidji along Highway 71 would require 
siting the Project through additional residential and commercial 
developments, which are located north of Bemidji and near Turtle 
River, Ten Strike, and Blackduck. In addition, the Bemidji Airport is 
located in proximity to Highway 71 and may have been affected by a 
potential Route Alternative along the highway. 
 

 

107-1 

 



Commenter 108 – Jim Gorhan Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 108-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. A discussion of potential health effects appears in 
Section 3.20 of the EIS. A discussion of the potential impact of the 
Project on property values appears in Section 3.11.2 of the EIS. A 
discussion of the aesthetic impact from tree clearing appears in 
Section 3.1.2 of the EIS.  
 

108-1 



Commenter 109 – Jane and Dale Grasdalen Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 109-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. A discussion of the potential for home 
displacement is addressed in Section 3.11.2, Impacts to Homes and 
Structures. Home displacement is rare in the routing of transmission 
lines in Minnesota. 

109-1 

 



Commenter 110 – Dean Greenside 

 

Responses 
 

 
Comment 110-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 

110-1 



Commenter 110 – Greenside Responses 
 

 



Commenter 111 – Peter Guggenheimer 

 

Responses 
 

 
Comment 111-1 
A hard copy of DEIS was provided to the commenter. 

111-1 

 



Commenter 112 – Norley Hansen Responses 
 

 
 
 
Comment 112-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 112-2 
A discussion of the loss of land use to private land owners appears in 
Section 3.10.2.2 of the EIS. A discussion of the potential effect on 
property values appears in Section 3.11.2 of the EIS. 112-1 

112-2

 



Commenter 113 – Richard Herfindahl Responses 
 

 
 
 
Comment 113-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 113-2 
A discussion of the potential loss of land use to private land owners 
appears in Section 3.10.2.2 of the EIS.   
 
Comment 113-3 
A discussion of the potential impacts of the Project on noise levels 
appears in Section 3.21 of the EIS.  
 
Comment 113-4 
A discussion of potential health effects appears in Section 3.20 of the 
EIS.  
 
Comment 113-5 
A discussion of the potential impacts on property values appears in 
Section 3.11.2 of the EIS. A discussion of the easement acquisition 
and compensation process appears in Section 2.4.3 of the EIS.  

113-1

113-2

113-5

113-3, 113-4

 



Commenter 114 – Lester Hiltz 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
 
Comment 114-1 
A discussion of potential impacts to property values appears in Section 
3.11.2 of the EIS. A discussion of the easement acquisition and 
compensation process appears in Section 2.4.3 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 114-2 
A discussion of EMF appears in Sections 3.20.1.1 and 3.20.2.2 of the 
EIS.  
 
Comment 114-3 
A discussion of the loss of land use to private land owners appears in 
Section 3.10.2.2 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 114-4 
A discussion of the easement acquisition and compensation process 
appears in Section 2.4.3 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 114-5 
A discussion of cumulative effects from co-location of the Project with 
the Enbridge Energy pipeline expansion appears in Section 4 of the 
EIS.  
 
Comment 114-6 
Thank you for you comment regarding the request for property owners 
to receive annual compensation. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 

114-1

114-2

114-5
114-4
114-3

114-6

 



Commenter 115 – Vern Howard 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 115-1 
A discussion of potential health and safety effects appears in Section 
3.20.2 of the EIS.  

115-1 

 



Commenter 116 –  Roger Jarv 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 116-1 
A discussion of the loss of property use within an easement appears in 
Section 3.10.2.2, Loss of Use, of the EIS. Text in Section 3.10.2.2 has 
been supplemented to note that the Project could limit the ability to 
locate sewer and utility lines in addition to the impact on the ability to 
construct building structures. 

116-1 

 



Commenter 117 – Noel Lafermiere 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
 
Comment 117-1 
A discussion of potential health effects appears in Section 3.20 of the 
EIS.  
 

117-1 

 



Commenter 118 – Dylan Lightfeather 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 118-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 

118-1 

 



Commenter 119 – Sonia Lightfeather 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
 
Comment 119-1 
A discussion of potential health and safety effects appears in Section 
3.20 of the EIS. 
 

119-1 

 



Commenter 120 – Steven Lindahl Responses 
 

 
Comment 120-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

120-1 



Commenter 120 - Lindahl Responses 

 



Commenter 121 – LLBO Member Petition Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 121-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 121-1 



Commenter 121 – LLBO Member Petition Responses 
 

 



Commenter 122 – Darrell Magoon 

 

Responses 
 

 
Comment 122-1 
Thank you for your comment. In September 2009, the MnPUC 
approved Enbridge Energy’s request for a deviation from the permitted 
route in this area to address environmental and cultural resource 
concerns associated with crossing the Necktie River. Revised maps 
with the new pipeline alignment have been requested from Enbridge 
Energy.  

122-1 

 



Commenter 123 – Carol McLaughlin Responses 
 

 
 
 
Comment 123-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

123-1 

 



Commenter 124 – Mark Michalek Responses 
 

 
 
 
Comment 124-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

124-1 

 



Commenter 125 – Judy Nelson 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 125-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

125-1 

 



Commenter 126 – Gregg Pike 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 126-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

126-1 

 



Commenter 127 – Diane and Ernest Plath 
  

 

Responses 
 



Commenter 127 – Diane and Ernest Plath 

  

Responses 
 

 
 



Commenter 127 – Diane and Ernest Plath 
 

 

Responses 
 

 
 



Commenter 127 – Diane and Ernest Plath 
 

 

Responses 
 

Comment 127-1 
The USDA considers all species in the Orobanche genus to be 
noxious weeds. However, the Minnesota Department of Natural 
Resources Exotic Species Program Report specifically excludes 
thirteen Orobanche species, including Orobanche uniflora, from the 
Minnesota and Federal Prohibited and Noxious Weed List. The 
species is not listed on the Minnesota Department of Agriculture 
prohibited, restricted, and secondary noxious weed lists. With only 
fourteen documented populations in Minnesota, the species is 
considered very rare and there is consideration for updating its 
Minnesota status to threatened.  
 

 

127-1 



Commenter 128 – Winona Richardson Responses 
 

 
 
 
Comment 128-1 
A discussion of potential health effects appears in Section 3.20 of the 
EIS. A discussion on potential effects to biological resources appears 
in Section 3.7.2 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 128-2 
A discussion of cumulative effects from the Project and others located 
in the Study Area appears in Section 4 of the EIS.   128-1

128-2

128-1
(cont.)

 



Commenter 129 – Nathan Richter 

 

Responses 
 

 
Comment 129-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

129-1 

 



Commenter 130 – Schedin Responses 
 

 
Comment 130 
Thank you for your comment. The requested information was provided 
to the commenter. 130-1 

 



Commenter 131 – Mike Schmid Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 131-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 131-2 
A discussion of the loss of land use to private land owners appears in 
Section 3.10.2.2 of the EIS. The cumulative impacts of the Project with 
respect to pipelines are discussed in Section 4.  
 
Comment 131-3 
Text in Section 3.18.2.2 has been supplemented to include a 
discussion of the potential for the Project to interfere with natural gas 
and crude oil pipelines and result in ignition of released natural gas or 
crude oil. Text in Section 3.18.3.3 has been supplemented to included 
mitigation measures to address potential interference.   
 
Comment 131-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

131-1

131-2

131-4

131-3

 



Commenter 132 – Samantha Siegel 

 

Responses 
 

 
Comment 132-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 

132-1 

 



Commenter 133 – Turtle River Watershed Association 

 

Responses 
 

 
Comment 133-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

133-1 



Commenter 133 – Turtle River Watershed Association Responses 
 

133-1 
(cont.) 

 



Commenter 134 – Wagner and Enblom 

 

Responses 
 
 
Comment 134-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 

134-1 

 



Commenter 135 – Ken Wahnschaffe Responses 
 

 
Comment 135-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

135-1 

 



Commenter 136 – Joyce Way  

 

Responses 
 

 
Comment 136-1 
Maps contained in Appendix D of the EIS have been updated with 
recent aerial photographs to display homes located in proximity to the 
Study Area. 

136-1 



Commenter 136 – Joyce Way Responses 
 

 
Comment 136-2 
A discussion of the easement acquisition and compensation process 
appears in Section 2.4.3 of the EIS. 

136-2 

 



Commenter 137 – Dallas and Joyce Way 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 137-1 
A discussion of the potential loss of land use for private land owners 
appears in Section 3.10.2.2 of the EIS. A discussion of the potential 
impacts to homes appears in Section 3.11.2, Impacts to Homes and 
Structures, of the EIS. The cumulative impacts of the Project with 
respect to pipelines are discussed in Section 4. 
 
Comment 137-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 137-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

137-1

137-2

137-3

 



Commenter 138 – Russell Wernberg 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 138-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

138-1 

 



Commenter 139 – Dave West  

 

Responses 
 

 
 
 
Comment 139-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

139-1



Commenter 139 – Dave West Responses 
 
 

Comment 139-2 
Thank you for your comment. A response to the information request 
was provided to the commenter. 139-2 

 



Commenter 140 – David West 

 

Responses 
 

 
Comment 140-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the record for 
this EIS. 
 
Comment 140-2 
As discussed in Section 2.1.2, the Applicants originally proposed two routes 
for consideration. Since the release of the DEIS, the Applicants have identified 
a preferred route that combines certain aspects of Route Alternatives 1 and 2, 
as well as some Segment Alternatives evaluated in the DEIS; this route is 
described in Section 2.2.5 and is evaluated alongside the other three Route 
Alternatives throughout this document. The Minnesota Public Utilities 
Commission, not the Applicants, will select the final route, as required by 
Minnesota Statute 216E. Likewise, other federal and state agencies have 
decisions that will influence the final selection of the route. The routing process 
for HVTLs in Minnesota tries to balance landowners’ desire for certainty with 
the need for the alternative routes and alignments to minimize impacts. The 
area between the Wilton and Boswell substations presents many constraints 
(homes, water bodies, biologically sensitive areas, roads, and existing utilities) 
that limit where a transmission line can be placed. The environmental review 
process looks at larger areas to identify both avoidance areas and areas which 
may be better suited to placing transmission lines. 
 
Comment 140-3 
Detailed maps of the Route and Segment Alternatives are displayed in 
Appendix D of the EIS. The Applicants have developed a feasible 125-foot 
wide alignment for each of the Route Alternatives, which is displayed in 
Appendix D. The final location of the transmission line alignment and 
placement of structures has not been determined. Please see response to 
Comment 140-2, which addresses a similar concern. 
 
Comment 140-4 
Route Alternative 1 has been extended beyond the standard 1,000-foot width 
in the area of the Bemidji Slough WMA to allow for flexibility so that impacts to 
the WMA can be minimized or avoided. The areas north and west of the 
Bemidji Slough WMA are zoned for low-density commercial development. 
Placement of the transmission line within a commercially-zoned area would 
not preclude commercial development. 
 
(cont. on next page) 
 
 

140-2

140-1 

140-3 

140-4 

140-5



Commenter 140 – David West Responses 
 

Comment 140-5 (from previous page) 
A discussion of the number and acreage of wetlands crossed by the Route 
Alternatives appears in Section 3.6.1.1. A discussion of the number and 
acreage of wetlands potentially affected by the feasible 125-foot ROW 
developed for each Route Alternative appears in Section 3.6.2.  

 
 

 



Commenter 141 – Adam White 

 

Responses 
 

 
Comment 141-1 
A discussion of EMF appears in Sections 3.20.1.1 and 3.20.2.2 of the 
EIS. 

141-1 

 



Commenter 142 – Coody White 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
 
Comment 142-1 
A discussion of purpose and need appears in Section 1.1 of the EIS.  
 
Comment 142-2 
A discussion of the potential effects on human health and safety 
appears in Section 3.20.2 of the EIS. A discussion of the effects on 
biological resources appears in Section 3.7.2 of the EIS. 

142-1

142-2

 



Commenter 143 – Zachary White 

 

Responses 
 

 
 
 
Comment 143-1 
A discussion on the effects on biological resources appears in Section 
3.7.2 of the EIS.  

143-1 

 



Commenter 144 – Charles and Mary Worms Responses 
 

 
 
Comment 144-1 
A discussion of potential impacts to property values and homes 
appears in Section 3.11.2 of the EIS. A discussion of the easement 
acquisition and compensation process appears in Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS.  
 
 

144-1

 



Commenter 145 – Brett Wyman 

 

Responses 
 

Comment 145-1 
Maps in Appendix D of the EIS have been updated with recent aerial 
photographs to display homes located in proximity to the Study Area. 

145-1 
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