




From: Diane Halverson [tdak@paulbunyan.net] 
Sent: Thursday, August 28, 2008 7:25 PM 
To: Suzanne.Steinhauer@state.mn.us 
Subject: PowerLineRoute 
August 27, 2008  
 
To Whom It May Concern:  
 
We live on the corner of Monroe Avenue and Carr Lake Road and have 
recently (just today, Aug. 27, 2008) seen an update of the proposed route 
of the high powered electric lines. A friend stopped by with a map.  
 
We are extremely concerned about the effects of such a powerful line in a 
rather highly populated rural area.  
 
We have a home and a business on our property and there are many nice 
homes, new housing developments and wildlife... “lake and river life” in 
the path of the projected line. We are on a game reserve. We are near 
Carr Lake, Lake Marquette , Lake Plantagenet, Lake Irving, Schoolcraft 
River and Mississippi River. What effect will the magnetic field have on 
this area?  
 
We do not feel that we have been well informed of the route...our 
rights....health issues...and property value issues resulting from the 
project. No one has come to our home or business and visited with us 
about the proposal.  
 
When will the plan be completed and what recourse do we have to protect 
ourselves? We are not in a position to relocate and as a family, we are 
preserving one of Bemidji’s landmarks.  
 
Terry and Diane Halverson (Zoomer’s Rod Shop, Diane’s Dance Studio)  
2339 Monroe Ave. S.W. Bemidji MN 56601  
218-751-1743  
tdak@paulbunyan.net  
 
Lois Dale, THE OLD SCHOOLHOUSE (Art Supplies, GIft Shops)  
2335 Monroe Ave. S.W. Bemidji MN 56601  
218-751-4723  
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September 23, 2008 
 
 
2679 4th Ave. NW 
Longville, MN 56655 
 
Ms. Suzanne Steinhauer, Project Manager 
Department of Commerce, Office of Energy Security 
85 7th Place East, Suite 500 
St. Paul, MN 55101-2198 
 
 
RE:  Proposed alternatives for the Bemidji-Grand Rapids 230 kilovolt transmission line 
 
 
Dear Ms. Steinhauer: 
 
We’ve left a message on your phone so that we could find out more about the proposed Bemidji-
Grand Rapids 230 Kilovolt Transmission Line.  It’s obvious to most consumers that future power 
lines are needed in order to provide the necessary power for future generations.  How that’s done 
is also obviously in the eyes of the beholder.  In looking at the proposed Macrocorridors as 
mailed to us recently, the Central Macrocorrodor seems obvious for the following reasons: 
 

1. The shortest line between the two substations is probably the least expensive. 
2. The Central Macrocorridor already has the highway right of way which would eliminate 

further study and expense. 
3. All macrocorrodors will impact the environment to some extent wherever you put it, so the 

easiest and least expensive then makes more sense. 
 
We tried to get connected to the website so that we could continue to receive more information 
throughout this process, but were unable to connect.  Please add our name to your data base. 
 
If we can be of any help throughout this process, please let us know. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kenneth R. Hatch 
LaVonne M.J. Hatch 
 
Ken & LaVonne Hatch 
952-997-7489 (Lakeville Home) 
952-237-8677 (Longville Home) 
 
 
 







From: raherfin@charter.net
To: Suzanne.Steinhauer@state.mn.us; 
Subject: routing of power lines for northern Itasca County
Date: Wednesday, September 17, 2008 2:54:17 PM

Ms. Steinhauer, 
I am writing to you as a concerned landowner in the Deer River area. I received 
a letter about the routing of a transmission line in the North Macrocorridor which 
deeply concerns me. 
I have worked all my life and finally with the help of my sons I have realized a 
lifelong dream of owning a little chunk of land in the area our family calls "God's 
Country. We have cleared the land for a diveway and have been building a cabin 
in another spot that we cleared. 
We are off the east side of the road three (3) miles north of Talmoon on HWY. 6. 
According to the maps I have seen if this route is chosen it would pretty much 
wipe me out because my lot is only 200 foot wide and runs south from Boggy 
lake. 
I know that the government pretty much does what it wants but I want to go on 
record as being strongly opposed to this. Just when you think you have a place 
to go to relieve stress and relax - it becomes another source of stress. 
Thanks for taking the time to read this. 
Sincerely, 
Richard Herfindahl 
617 E. 5th St. 
Albert Lea, MN 
Ph: 507-373-9669    cell: 507-383-2231 
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From: Jack Hicks
To: Suzanne.Steinhauer@state.mn.us; 
Subject: Public Comment RE: PUC TL-07-1327, CN-07-1222
Date: Friday, August 29, 2008 1:30:05 PM

Mark Hicks 
2042 Monarch Drive SW 
Bemidji, MN 56601 
jackhicks@yahoo.com 
218-368-3687 
 
 
August 29,2008, 12:27 P.M. 
 
 
Suzanne Steinhauer 
Minnesota Dept. of Commerce 
85 7th Place East 
Suite 500 
St. Paul, MN 55101-2198 
 
 
RE: PUC Docket Numbers: TL-07-1327 (Route Permit), 
CN-07-1222 (Certificate of Need) 
 
 
Dear Suzanne and Minnesota Office of Energy Security, 
 
I would like to add the following comments regarding the proposed High-Voltage 
power line referenced above. 
 
First,  I don't feel that adequate notice was given to homeowners along the 
proposed route.  I recieved a very generic map in the mail that is too small to 
accurately show where the proposed power line will actually go.  My neighbor, 
Scott Williams, also recieved this notice and map in the mail, attended one of the 
earlier public meetings regarding this issue.  He could not find out exactly where 
the proposed line would be, even after asking the representatives at the meeting. 
 
After he returned from the meeting and reporting his experience to me, I 
decided to log on to the web site that was listed in the liturature sent to my 
home.  Again, I found the small generic map that only gave an approximation of 
where the power line would be located.  The map is so low in detail, that the 
location of the actual line could be several miles from my residence.  
 
At that time, many of the residents in my neighborhood somehow believed that 
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they would not be affected by the line.  I was one of those people, until about 
an hour before the final public meeting August 14, 2008 at Hampton Inn, 
Bemidji, MN, when a neighbor showed up at my door showing me a map that 
she had obtained, showing the power line going directly through my front yard. 
 
I attended the meeting August 14, 2008, but was unprepared and taken off 
guard.  Since that time I've had a chance to talk to several of my neighbors, 
including: 
 
Robert Ek 
Keith Christianson 
Richard Johnson 
Suzanne Lofthus 
Kevin Onstad 
Steven Susmilch 
 
Not one of these people and their families had any idea that they would be 
affected by the power line, even though they also recieved a generic letter and 
map, explaining that they may be affected by the power line. 
 
Due to the fact that myself, and the neighbors listed above are intelligent, 
generally well informed, property owners, who care about their property values 
and quality of life, and were basically mis-informerd, or mis-led with regards to 
this power line issue, that another public meeting should be held, this time 
informing them that their property is LIKELY to be affected. 
 
Because so many people in my neighborhood were uninformed, surely a large 
number of the 12,000 families that this powerline will affect, also don't 
understand where this line will be, and what exactly it is. 
 
Thanks for considering my suggestions and comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Mark A. Hicks 
via email 
 
 
 
 





September 29, 2008  

 
Suzanne Steinhauer, Project Manager  
MN Department of Commerce, Office of Energy Security 85 Place East, Suite 500  
St. Paul, MN 55101-2198  

Dear Ms Steinhauer:  

I am writing to oppose the use of Route 2 for the proposed Bemidji-Grand Rapids 230 Kilovolt 

Transmission Line. I live with my husband and two children on Grace Lake adjacent to Highway 2. 

I’m vehemently opposed to the proposed Route 2.  

I realize it will be a challenge to find a location where residents will not protest, “Not in my 

backyard!” However, it seems that there will be fewer private citizens impacted if the proposed 

Route 1 is selected.  

I moved from South Dakota to be near the lakes, trees and pristine beauty of the region. In the last 

decade, we have had to put up with the stink and noise of Potlatch (Now Ainsworth). If we also have 

to deal with a landscape that is marred by this transmission line, we will likely move out of the area.  

Thank you for the opportunity to include these comments in the scoping and environmental review 

process.  

 

Sincerely,  

 
Barb Houg 
51234 Wind Flower Dr. 
Bemidji, MN 56601 



From: Carol Hoyem
To: Suzanne.Steinhauer@state.mn.us; 
Subject: Proposed Northern Corridor for the Bemidji-Grand Rapids Transmission Line
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2008 2:49:27 PM

Dear Ms. Steinhauer, 
 
For reasons of cost as noted in the Alternative Evaluation Study excerpt 
below and the the environmental sensitivity of the lakes in the path of the 
proposed northern corridor, I oppose the use of the northern corridor 
path, and would support the use of the central corridor.
 
Sincerely yours
 
Carol J. Hoyem
9606 Marcella Drive NE
Bemidji, MN 56601
 
3.3.7 Conclusions on Transmission Alternatives
Taking into consideration all the technical and economic analyses performed on the 
four possible
transmission options for improving the area’s load-serving capability, the Bemidji-Grand 
Rapids
Line is the optimal choice. The Bemidji-Grand Rapids Line exhibits the greatest load 
serving
capability based on the P-V and thermal limits for both pre- and post-contingency 
conditions.
The line also outperforms the other transmission options in terms of demand and 
energy loss
reduction savings. Analysis of these operational savings together with the line’s 
construction
costs and the amount of load-serving capability achieved shows that the line is the 
least cost
option on a total-cost-of-ownership basis. Analysis shows that among the four 
line corridor
alternatives, locating the Bemidji-Grand Rapids Line in the Central Corridor 
would provide the
best electric performance at the least cost. *
 
*This paragraph was taken from page 33 of the: 
ALTERNATIVE EVALUATION STUDY
for the
BEMIDJI-GRAND RAPIDS 230 kV LINE
A Minnesota Transmission Project
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From: GREGORYNP LODA CARTIE
To: Raymond.Kirsch@state.mn.us; Suzanne.Steinhauer@state.mn.

us; 
Subject: RE proposed Cap 2020 Transmission Line
Date: Monday, September 22, 2008 5:28:53 PM

Hello,
I visited the Cap 2020 website and upon reviewing the list of property 
owners, I attempted to send the following email but after several tries, 
I rec'd notice that the email could not be send; the webpage was 
unavailable.  Therefore, I am submitting my comments to you.
 
Thank you.
 
Carol L. Hron Cartie
William M. Hron
 
 
 
After reviewing your site and list of property owners, I find that 
Dorothy Hulbert & Victor Williams properties are listed.  My and my 
brother Bill Hron's property borders immediately to the northwest (66 
acres on the Mississippi River).  We have siblings who recently took 
deeds for property between Williams' and Hulberts' and their names 
are not listed either.  Could you please inform us if our property will be 
affected by this proposed power line?  We are totally against any power 
transmission line running through or near our property locating on the 
Mississippi River!  This is not acceptable as this property is part of the 
Mississippi Headwaters and so close to Schoolcraft State Park.  Please 
respond as soon as possible.  Thank you.  Carol L. Hron Cartie and 
William M. Hron
 
P.S. Our land deeds were just recorded with Cass County from David 
Hron etal (not Horn) in August as this land was all divided amongst 
several siblings.
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From: Joel Humburg
To: Suzanne.Steinhauer@state.mn.us; Raymond.Kirsch@state.mn.

us; 
Subject: 230 KV Transmission Line
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2008 8:30:24 AM

 
Good morning. 
 
As the spokesman for Northern Lights of Minnesota, LLC, I am writing to let you 
know our opinion as to the disposition of the proposed transmission line. 
 
It seems to me that the shortest distance between two points is a straight line. I 
learned that in Geometry class MANY years ago.  Use the Highway 2 
macrocorridor. 
 
There.  Problem solved. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Joel D. Humburg, Northern Lights of Minnesota 
13529 400th Ave. 
Blue Earth, MN 56013 
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From: Deb I
To: Suzanne.Steinhauer@state.mn.us; Barbrara.Britton@wdc.asda.gov; 

akoeckeritz@otpco.com; Raymond.Kirsch@state.mn.us; Bret.Eknes@state.
mn.us; 

Subject: Bem G>R> 230 Kilovolt Trans Line
Date: Friday, September 26, 2008 10:33:51 AM

We are property owners on the proposedNON-CNF micro corridor that crosses 
200  at the Cass Aitkin County line . 
    The one that was not on the first original map or letter so we looked at the map 
read the letter and didnt think anymore of it as we didn't think we  would be 
affected.!! Hence we didn't go to the meeting.!!! Now all of a sudden we see that 
the property we scraped and saved for, for the last ten years is directly in the 
path of the NON -CNF MACROCORRIDOR. Pretty underhanded and sneaky if 
you ask me. There is no good reason that this wasn't included on the original 
map. 
     We have to drop everything , drive 30 miles one way to the library to see what 
this will mean to us. We tried to get it online and waited an hour but the page 
never came up. 
     We have 29.9 acres of middle aged mixed woods with deer, bear, wolves, 
grouse,  fishers,fox, bobcat, flying squirrels,chipmonks,owls,hawks,songbirds  
and too many animals and varieties of birds to list. We are in the process of 
getting ready to build our house up by the road. So if someone would like to call 
us and explain in laymans terms what this would do to or privacy,our little piece 
of heaven animal wise and our electronics as our cell phones don't work well 
along major power lines and most people  who live by them I have heard ,can't 
get satalite dish signal and it's just not healthy. 
    Our numbers are Deb  218-360-3378. Home  218-566-4111  Kim 218-966-
7059. Try Kims number first ,leave message if no luck then the home number. 
AS we are both self employed with no set hours ,we are seldom in one place for 
very long and don't always have cell signal. Or you can e us back at kidi@means.
net.
 So it would be a really good idea to scedule another meeting for the rest of us 
that didn't think we would be affected.  Had the 2nd  map been sent with the first 
letter you can bet we would have definatly been all the meetings we could have 
gone to.
Please reply soon  Debra and Kim Isaacson
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From: s48kern@comcast.net
To: Suzanne.Steinhauer@state.mn.us; 
Subject: Bemidji-Grand Rapids 230 Kilovolt Transmission Line
Date: Sunday, September 28, 2008 9:01:13 PM

Suzanne Steinhauer, Project Manager 
 
Re: Bemidji-Grand Rapids 230 Kilovolt Transmission Line 
 
Suzanne: 
 
I have some concerns on the proposed South Macrocorridor transmission line. I 
own property in the Whipholt area & intend to build a home in the near future 
for retirement. 
 
Looking at the Macrocorridor Study it seems that the Central Macrocorridor route 
makes the most sense being the most direct route & the impact being somewhat 
similar in all four proposed routes. Also if this line is to service  the Grand 
Rapids, Bemidji area & north it seems that any southern routes would be very 
costly. 
 
I realize there is a need, but this south route is through a fairly populated 
area that could affect many residents & animals (domestic, farm & wildlife). 
This proposed south route is the closest to Leech Lake & I'm concerned with 
any impact on the lake. 
 
I'm glad the Environmental Impact Statement study will be done. 
 
                Sincerely, 
                        Scott & Brenda Kern 
                        18732 Pennington Ave 
                        Eden Prairie, MN 
                        952-937-1491 
                        s48kern@comcast.net 
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From: Al Kranz
To: Suzanne Steinhauer; 
Subject: RE: USDA website not found
Date: Friday, September 19, 2008 9:30:43 AM

Suzanne Steinhauer, 
  
Thank you for your reply.  I reviewed the website.  As you said there are no 
detailed maps available, but your description regarding the Hackensack area did 
help. 
  
Regarding landowner input, I'm sure you've heard this before: I would definitely 
prefer to the maximum extent possible using existing right-of-ways such as the 69 
kV line that you mentioned.  Also following existing road or rail right-of-ways vs 
going into new areas.  The Hackensack area (in fact all of the Leech Lake region) 
has some beautiful lake areas and wetland areas that can never be replaced, so 
avoiding those is a high priority in my mind. 
  
Thank you for your help, 
Al Kranz 
 
 
 

 
Subject: RE: USDA website not found 
Date: Thu, 18 Sep 2008 17:30:58 -0500 
From: Suzanne.Steinhauer@state.mn.us 
To: akranz50@hotmail.com 
 
 
Mr. Kranz –
 
The notice that you receive did have an incomplete website address for the federal 
studies done on the project.  The correct address is:  http:/www.usda.gov/rus/
water/ees/eis.htm 
 
You can then click to “Minnkota Electric Cooperative” to reach the federal review 
documents associated with this project.  The Macrocorridor Study Report is quite 
large (32.7 MB) and may take some time to download.
 
The proposed Bemidji - Grand Rapids 230 kV transmission project requires 
approvals from several federal agencies as well as the Minnesota Public Utilities 
Commission.  In their application for a route permit to the Minnesota Public Utilities 
Commission, the applicants have identified a preferred and alternate route.  Their 
preferred route generally parallels an existing Great Lakes natural gas pipeline 
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south of Highway 2, their alternate route generally parallels Highway 2 and the 
existing Enbridge Pipeline.  There are detailed maps for these routes available at 
the website for the route permit process maintained by the PUC, http://
energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/resource.html?Id=19631 
 
 
In addition to the routes proposed by the applicants, additional routes may be 
reviewed in detail in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) prepared for the 
project.  At this time several agencies believe that alternatives in addition to the 
applicants proposed routes need to be studied to have a better idea of what the 
comparison of benefits and impacts of different routes would be.  The agencies 
have identified 3 additional corridors, outlined in blue, red, and green, shown on the 
map attached to the notice you received.  These corridors are described in greater 
detail in documents prepared for the Rural Utilities Service of the US Department of 
Agriculture, http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm  .  Once you reach that 
page, please click on the Minnkota Electric Cooperative Link.
 
These corridors are each approximately 2 miles wide -- any routes actually studied 
would be much narrower, approximately 1,000 feet.  At this time there are no 
detailed maps on these corridors.  If a route is proposed in non-CNF corridor, it 
would most likely follow County Highway 40, skirting the central portion of 
Hackensack to the south and then follow an existing 69 kV transmission line east 
out of a substation located near Hackensack’s water treatment plant.  
 
The next step in the process is determining which routes and impacts should be 
studied in greater detail to provide decision makers with a good record on which to 
base their final decisions.  The comment period has been extended until September 
30 to receive comments on routes and impacts to be studied.  Sometime later this 
fall, the agencies will make a determination about which routes to study and we will 
notify landowners whether or not they are on the routes carried forward for further 
study.  Sometime in early - mid 2009 a draft EIS will be released for public comment 
and the PUC will hold public hearings in the Project area. A final route would not be 
selected until late 2009.
 
I encourage you to comment on routes and impacts to be studied.  You may 
address your comments to me and send by e-mail, US mail or fax.  Comments must 
be received by September 30. 
 
I hope this information is useful to you.  Please let me know if you have any 
additional questions.  
 
Regards,
 
Suzanne
Suzanne Lamb Steinhauer



Project Manager, Energy Facility Permitting
Minnesota Department of Commerce
85 7th Place East, Suite 500
St. Paul, MN 55101-2198
651-296-2888
suzanne.steinhauer@state.mn.us
http://energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/
 
 

From: Al Kranz [mailto:akranz50@hotmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, September 16, 2008 6:19 PM 
To: Suzanne.Steinhauer@state.mn.us 
Subject: USDA website not found
 
Suzanne Steinhauer, 
  
I received the letter regarding the Bemidji-Grand Rapids 230 KV Line and tried to 
access the USDA website mentioned  www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis     The 
website could not be found and access failed.  Is this URL incorrect?  I would like to 
get more details on the exact route that the Non-CNF Macrocorridor could take in 
the area west of Hackensack.  Is such detail available through this website or any 
other website or source source? 
  
Al Kranz 
Landowner 
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From: A Bir
To: Suzanne.Steinhauer@state.mn.us; 
Subject: Bemidji-Grand Rapids transmissionline
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2008 2:08:24 PM

I'm not very well educated in power lines. But what I do know is power is 
lost the farther it travels and the shortest distance between two points is a 
straight line. Based on that I would think it was obvious the best corridor 
would be the central corridor. But then this is a government project so 
money not logic will likely dictate who will have this line in their back yard.
 Sincerely, Sandra Lankow
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From: Wendy Larson
To: Suzanne.Steinhauer@state.mn.us; 
Subject: Bemidji-Grand Rapids 230 Kilovolt Transmission Line
Date: Monday, September 29, 2008 10:53:17 AM

Dear Suzanne Steinhauer, 
 
I would like to comment on the proposed Bemidji-Grand Rapids 230 kilovolt 
transmission line, specifically in regard to the North Macrocorridor alternative 
route.  I would think that the primary considerations in determining the best 
option would include the following:  1) cost of the project, 2) number of people 
affected the most, and 3) environmental impact. 
 
Regarding the first item, cost, the Alternative Evaluation Study indicates that the 
Central corridor "would provide the best electric performance at the least cost."  
Therefore, the Northern corridor would not be the best option in terms of cost 
(or performance). 
 
Regarding items 2) and 3), I would think that they are related, in that people 
living in/near the corridor that already incorporates the highest level of 
development would be less dramatically affected than residents of a less 
developed area.  Similarly, building in a developed area would most likely have 
less of an environmental impact than would building in a relatively unspoiled 
area.  
 
I do not know which of the corridor options is currently most developed, but my 
impression is that the Central corridor, which contains the heavily traveled 
Highway 2, extensive railroad tracks, and a fair number of industrial facilities, is 
much more highly developed than the Northern corridor.  It therefore seems that 
more extensive adjustments would need to be made in terms of both residential 
compensation and environmental protection (and therefore cost) in developing 
the Northern corridor.  And along with this, are there also more zoning issues to 
deal with in the Northern corridor? 
 
Personally speaking, I would hate to see the incursion of such a high power 
transmission line in our area of such natural beauty and environmentally 
sensitive lakes and waterways.  Our lake, Long Lake, is one of the cleanest in 
the county, and we have worked hard to maintain that status.  Also, I would 
think resorts in the area might suffer economically, because vacationers come 
here for the feeling of "being away from it all," which would be substantially 
diminished with a mega transmission line in view. 
 
Because it looks as though public meetings will not be held regarding the 
alternate routes, please pay particular attention to comments from residents 
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living in these areas. 
 
Thank you very much. 
 
Wendy Larson 
9430 Marcella Drive NE 
Bemidji, MN 56601 
 
218-586-2731 (home) 
218-755-3780 (work) 
wlarson@bemidjistate.edu 
 
 
 



From: Andrea & Brent Lewis
To: Suzanne.Steinhauer@state.mn.us; 
Subject: Proposed Bemidji-Grand Rapids 230 kilovolt transmission line
Date: Monday, September 15, 2008 9:27:44 PM

Dear Ms. Steinhauer,
After reading the "Alternative Evaluation Study for the Bemidji-Grand Rapids 230 
kV Line" we believe the best choice for a transmission line is the central corridor. 
The study states it would be the most cost effective and efficient of the four 
proposed corridors. According to the study the central corridor would also 
produce the largest loss reductions when compared to the northern or southern 
corridors. There would be minimal impact on right of way requirements and it 
would be less expensive to build along the central corridor. Thank you for taking 
our opinion into consideration.
Sincerely,
Brent and Andrea Lewis
10407 Blackberry Ct. NE
Bemidji, MN 56601
218-586-3389
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From: Mike Lish
To: suzanne steinhauer; 
Subject: Bemidji-Grand Rapids 230 kV Transmission Line Project
Date: Thursday, August 28, 2008 2:35:27 PM

 
Bemidji-Grand Rapids 230 kV Transmission Line Project
 
Our property location-Part of SE 1/4 of SW 1/4, Section 20, Twp. 146 N, Range 
33 W of the 5th principal meridian
 
After my wife and I attended the informational meeting on the proposed 
transmission line in Bemidji, MN on Aug. 14, 2008, we have several areas of 
concern.
 
Route 1
1) We have a pipeline easement across our property which takes up about the 
north 75 feet and the easement that you would be proposing will take an 
additional 125 feet (which would go through our attached garage and all of my 
workshop). If you went along the north side of the pipeline easement, you should 
be able to stay away from some of the houses. I do realize that you would have 
to cross over the pipeline.
 
2) Is it possible to utilize other power lines and or easements?
 
Alternate routes:
1) If at all possible, use the T.H. #2 by-pass corridor as it would mean easy 
access for maintenance/repairs
 
2) Go south of the proposed routes as it has larger tracts of land which are less 
populated.
 
3) Maybe the DNR should open up some of their sacred land/trees and have 
some open corridors for easier access in case of fires.
 
Sincerely,
Jarrett M. Lish
Sharon D. Lish
2352 Holand Rd. SW
Bemidji, MN 56601
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From: Paul Loxtercamp
To: Suzanne Steinhauer; 
Subject: comment letter
Date: Tuesday, September 30, 2008 11:36:29 AM

Dear Suzanne, 
 
Thank you for your information provided over the last week. Please  
send verification that you received and forwarded the following letter. 
 
Please accept this letter of comment and complaint concerning the  
proposed Bemidji-Grand Rapids High Volt Transmission Line. 
Our address is 1635 Carr Lake Road - Bemidji 
 
This proposal will impact our family, land, and neighborhood in an  
extremely harmful way. My husband and I own 15+ acres that is  
completely covered by the proposed corridor. Our land includes a  
large pond/wetland portion, 1,400 feet of pristine, undeveloped  
lakeshore (Lake Marquette), old growth white pines and Norway forest,  
and is a designated game reserve. 
 
Our land has been shaved off by eminent domain proceedings twice  
already. The back portion was taken over by the existing pipeline,  
and the entire south side was shaved off by the Beltrami County Road  
expansion. Our land value was already diminished greatly by these  
actions and now we are being told that our entire property will be  
taken due to this project. 
 
At a time when property values are at an all-time low, the utility  
companies have found a convenient situation in which they can  
forcibly purchase property at a low price, leaving many land owners  
at a severe financial disadvantage. In addition, all property owners  
that are affected by this PROPOSAL are unable to sell any property or  
portion there-of due to required disclosure of the proposed project.  
Our Real Estate agents will discontinue our listing and we were  
counting on that source of income. 
 
The proposed area completely ignores the fact that it is overlapping  
a lengthy portion of Lake Marquette, which, at present, is a non- 
public access Lake and is protected under very stringent shore use  
mandates. Two rivers, the Mississippi and the Schoolcraft, would also  
be crossed. 
 
If this letter is to be reviewed for a connection to Environmental  
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Impact Statements and decisions, I find it laughable that this route  
was considered in the first place. As landowners, we understand and  
have abided by all the many restrictions in place to protect our  
wetlands, lakes, rivers, and animal life, yet the companies can  
easily skirt around these laws by claiming “eminent domain”. This is  
ridiculous, underhanded, and without ethics or integrity. 
 
There are multiple homes that have been constructed within the last  
seven years in the affected area. These homeowners had no idea this  
was a #1 proposed route. My conversations with many officials  
involved have informed me that at one time, this was only an  
alternate route. All property owners were notified that it was only  
an alternate route and thus had little reason to pursue the issue. In  
June of 2008, this suddenly changed. It is unreasonable to give a 4- 
month notice and expect all affected parties to have the knowledge,  
information, and strength to fight this. Pass the buck as much as you  
want, but this is a complete bait and switch situation in which the  
utility companies are taking complete advantage of responsible land  
owners and unknowing individuals. 
 
As a property owner and law-abiding, tax-paying American, I now  
realize how little control I have over big business. This comment  
letter is likely a waste of my time and well being, but this is what  
this proposal is banking on. 
 
The organizations that are proposing this project are counting on the  
fact that the average land owner cannot afford legal representation,  
cannot fight the system, cannot take the time from their lives to  
attend all the meetings, and cannot protect what they own. 
 
We are lucky enough to have a dear friend who has dealt with  
“condemnation” and “eminent-domain” proceedings with the State  
Highway Department and landowners in the metro area. He has helped us  
formulate a long list of reimbursements that our within our rights to  
demand and receive. 
 
Our Carr Lake road residence is over 100 years old as are many of the  
old farms and homes in the affected area. The Carr Lake School House  
is an historic landmark. Wildlife and Aquatic life abound. What a shame. 
 
I respectfully submit my comments and ask you to give me suggestions  
on how to explain to my three children, that the house their Dad  
completely renovated will be bulldozed over and that most laws  
protecting people and the environment mean nothing. 
 



Prove otherwise. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Julie A. Loxtercamp 
 
 
Julie Loxtercamp 
 
  



until later this fall.  At that time all landowners notified in the mailing 
that you received earlier this month will be notified as to whether or 
not their property is crossed by a route being considered. 
 
After an environmental impact statement comparing the alternatives 
is prepared members of the public will be able to review that 
document and comment on the document, the process, and the 
project.  The PUC will take all this information into consideration 
when it makes a final route determination sometime later in 2009.
 
You may send your comments directly to me by e-mail, US Mail or 
fax.  Comments must be received by September 30, 2008.  My 
contact information is included in my signature block below. 
 
Regards,
Suzanne
Suzanne Lamb Steinhauer
Project Manager, Energy Facility Permitting
Minnesota Department of Commerce
85 7th Place East, Suite 500
St. Paul, MN55101-2198
651-296-2888
suzanne.steinhauer@state.mn.us
http://energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/
 
 

From: Paul Loxtercamp [mailto:plox@paulbunyan.net]  
Sent: Thursday, September 25, 2008 9:13 AM 
To: Suzanne Steinhauer 
Subject: Re: Proposed Bemidji - Grand Rapids 230 kV Transmission 
Line
 
Thank you for the MAP. Obviously, it includes our ENTIRE 
property.
 
I will fight this all the way, as will the other home owners we 
have contacted. An attorney has been notified.
I appreciate that you have provided the information.
Question: I believe the proposed location of the new line has 
changed from prior notifications my husband received.
Bait and switch?
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Hmmmm. A Lot of wetlands affected as well. This is a major 
problem.
 
We will be in touch.
Also - I do not want to visit a website that is simply a maze-like 
hurdle to getting information or to voice opinions. Please send 
me the exact e-mail address to send letters of comment.
I realize I cannot "shoot" the messenger" and I do appreciate 
your help and information, but we will be insistent.
 
Julie
.
 
 
On Sep 23, 2008, at 8:37 AM, Suzanne Steinhauer wrote:
 
 
Julie
Im sorry youre having difficulty viewing the map. Heres the map that I 
believe covers your home. I hope this is helpful.
Suzanne

From: Paul Loxtercamp [mailto:plox@paulbunyan.net]  
Sent: Monday, September 22, 2008 10:29 PM 
To: Suzanne Steinhauer 
Subject: Re: Proposed Bemidji - Grand Rapids 230 kV Transmission 
Line
Dear Suzanne,
I want to thank you for your quick response. I tried to connect 
to a website so I could find the detailed map you were 
discussing, but am very frustrated. I realize you and those 
savvy to all of this understand all the rhetoric, terms, links, etc. 
but the common land owner (namely me) does not. No wonder 
people get confused and end up just taking whatever is pushed 
at them.
Would there be any way you could simply attach the more 
detailed map you were viewing on your computer when we 
spoke today? It would be greatly appreciated.
Thank you!!
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Julie
On Sep 22, 2008, at 4:10 PM, Suzanne Steinhauer wrote:
 
 
 
Ms. Loxtercamp
Thank you for your interest in the proposedBemidji Grand Rapids 230 
kV Transmission Project.
The proposedBemidji-Grand Rapids230 kV transmission project 
requires approvals from several federal agencies as well as the 
Minnesota Public Utilities Commission. In their application for a route 
permit to the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission, the applicants 
have identified a preferred and alternate route. Their preferred route 
generally parallels an existingGreat Lakesnatural gas pipeline south 
of Highway 2, their alternate route generally parallels Highway 2 and 
the existing Enbridge Pipeline. There are detailed maps for these 
routes available at the website for the route permit process 
maintained by the PUC,http://energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/
resource.html?Id=19631
Based on the description you provided of your property, I believe that 
it lies along the Applicants preferred route (shown in red) on page 
A06 of the Route Permit Application.
There is a link at the PUC website listed above to register for the 
project mailing list. I would encourage you to register there if you 
have not already to ensure that you continue to receive information 
on meetings, key decisions and comment deadlines as the review 
process for the project moves forward.
As we discussed this morning, any route approved by the PUC would 
convey the power of eminent domain to utilities for a right-of-way 
within the route approved by the PUC. That means that if the utiliiy 
and landowner are unable to agree on terms of an easement for the 
transmission line, the utility can seek to condemn the land required 
for an easement. The process for eminent domain is outlined in 
Minnesota Statute, Chapter 117,https://www.revisor.leg.state.mn.us/
statutes/?id=117&view=chapterRegardless of whether the property is 
obtained though a voluntary easement or through eminent domain, 
the utility must compensate the landowner for use of the property. 
Because the proposed transmission line is greater than 200 kilovolts 
(kV), the landowner has the option of requiring the utility to purchase 
the entire parcel of land, as outlined in Minnesota Statute, Chapter 
216E.12,https://www.revisor.leg.state.mn.us/statutes/?id=216E.12
In addition to the routes proposed by the applicants, additional routes 
may be reviewed in detail in the Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) prepared for the project. At this time several agencies believe 
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that alternatives in addition to the applicants proposed routes need to 
be studied to have a better idea of what the comparison of benefits 
and impacts of different routes would be. The agencies have 
identified 3 additional corridors, outlined in blue, red, and green, 
shown on the map attached to the notice you received. These 
corridors are described in greater detail in documents prepared for 
the Rural Utilities Service of the US Department of Agriculture,http://
www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm . Once you reach that page, 
please click on the Minnkota Electric Cooperative Link.
These corridors are each approximately 2 miles wide -- any routes 
actually studied would be much narrower, approximately 1,000 feet. 
At this time there are no detailed maps on these corridors because 
there are no routes have actually been proposed in these corridors.
The next step in the process is determining which routes and impacts 
should be studied in greater detail to provide decision makers with a 
good record on which to base their final decisions. The comment 
period has been extended until September 30 to receive comments 
on routes and impacts to be studied. Sometime later this fall, the 
agencies will make a determination about which routes to study and 
we will notify landowners whether or not they are on the routes 
carried forward for further study. Sometime in early - mid 2009 a draft 
EIS will be released for public comment and the PUC will hold public 
hearings in the Project area. A final route would not be selected until 
late 2009.
I encourage you to comment on routes and impacts to be studied. 
You may address your comments to me and send by e-mail, US mail 
or fax. Comments must be received by September 30.
I hope this information is useful to you. Please let me know if you 
have any additional questions.
Regards,
Suzanne
Suzanne Lamb Steinhauer
Project Manager, Energy Facility Permitting
Minnesota Department of Commerce
85 7th Place East, Suite 500
St. Paul,MN55101-2198
651-296-2888
suzanne.steinhauer@state.mn.us
http://energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/
Suzanne Lamb Steinhauer
Project Manager, Energy Facility Permitting
Minnesota Department of Commerce
85 7th Place East, Suite 500
St. Paul,MN55101-2198
651-296-2888
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From: Paul Loxtercamp
To: Suzanne Steinhauer; 
Subject: Re: Proposed Bemidji - Grand Rapids 230 kV Transmission Line
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2008 3:04:31 PM

Thank you Suzanne. 
 
I spoke at length with Cindy Kuismi at the Fergus Falls Office of Ottertail 
Power. She was also very helpful and gave me some interesting 
information. She mentioned that the power companies hoped to have a 
permit by September/October of 2009 - not December of 2009 as I was 
first told.)  This gives us less than one year to address this extremely dire 
situation for our future finances.
Our Real Estate Agent was not aware the project was so far down the 
road in it's development and basically felt we cannot, in good faith sell any 
of our property without full disclosure of project proposals. He will 
discontinue our listing contract immediately. This expenditure will be 
added to the list of issues we will have to address when we are forced to 
sell out at an all-time low land value economy. The timing of this proposal 
is underhanded and suspect.
 
I will forward my comment letter as soon as I can gather more 
information and by the deadline imposed.
 
Thank you.
 
Respectfully,
 
Julie Loxtercamp
 
 
On Sep 25, 2008, at 2:24 PM, Suzanne Steinhauer wrote:
 

Julie –
 
The only routes that we know are under consideration at this point 
are those proposed by the applicants in their application for a route 
permit to the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission submitted on 
June 4, 2008.  As I mentioned in my earlier e-mail, several federal 
agencies have proposed studying additional route alternatives in 
addition to those proposed by the applicants. 
 
The exact location of any additional alternatives will not be identified 
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