
Commenter 49 – Hanna Esparza Responses 
 
 

Comment 49-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. A discussion of EMF appears in Sections 5.6.1.2 
and 5.6.2.2 of the EIS. 
 

49-1 

 



Commenter 50 – Leslie Everett Responses 
 
 

Comment 50-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

50-1 

 



Commenter 51 – James Feldman Responses 
 
 

Comment 51-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

51-1 

 



Commenter 52 – Hannah Friedrich Responses 
 
 

Comment 52-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

52-1 

 



Commenter 53 – Adel Gardner Responses 
 
 

Comment 53-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

53-1 

 



Commenter 54 – Nancy Gehrenbeck-Miller Responses 
 
 

Comment 54-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

54-1 

 



Commenter 55 – Steve Gehrenbeck-Miller Responses 
 
 

Comment 55-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

55-1 

 



Commenter 56 – Cam Gordon Responses 
 
 

Comment 56-1 
See response to Comment 20-7, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 56-2 
See response to Comment 20-7, which addresses the same concern. 
 
 

56-1 

56-2 



Commenter 56 – Cam Gordon Responses 
 
 

Comment 56-3 
See response to Comment 11-4, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 56-4 
The issues of need, including size, type and timing; questions of 
alternative system configurations; or questions of voltage, were 
identified to be outside the scope of the EIS in the Scoping Decision, 
signed by the Director of the OES on September 3, 2009. 
 
Comment 56-5 
A study on the potential design and cost of an underground substation 
was performed for the Hiawatha West Substation. Design and cost 
studies were not performed for other substation alternatives; however, 
undergrounding of other substations would require the same 
approximate cost and design considerations. Any potential benefits 
from undergrounding the Hiawatha West Substation, as noted in the 
mitigation subsections within Section 5.0 of the EIS, would be similar 
for other underground substations. Text in Section 1.5 has been 
modified to note that similar design considerations, costs, and benefits 
would result from the undergrounding of other substation alternatives.  
 
Comment 56-6 
The Applicant has not proposed an enclosed substation design. Text 
in Section 3.3.1.3 has been modified to include a discussion on the 
potential to enclose the substations. 
  
Comment 56-7 
A discussion of tower failure appears in Section 5.6.3.9 of the EIS. All 
structures would be designed to meet or exceed NESC requirements 
and would be equipped with protective devices that would 
automatically take the line out of service should a structure fail or 
collapse.   
 
 

56-2 

56-3 

56-4 

56-5 

56-6 

56-7 



Commenter 56 – Cam Gordon Responses 
 
 

Comment 56-8 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. A discussion of EMF appears in Sections 5.6.1.2 
and 5.6.2.2 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 56-9 
Environmental justice was identified as a concern during the scoping 
process and evaluated in the EIS using the federal construct 
established in Executive Order 12898 as a guide. The federal 
construct was used for guidance purposes only; the Project is not a 
federal project and not subject to a NEPA review or Executive Order 
12898.  
 
 
 

56-7 

56-8 

56-9 



Commenter 56 – Cam Gordon Responses 
 
 

 

 



Commenter 57 – Ernie Gunderson Responses 
 
 

Comment 57-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

57-1 

 



Commenter 58 – Becky Hanson Responses 
 
 

Comment 58-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

58-1 

 



Commenter 59 – Allyson Hayward Responses 
 
 

Comment 59-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

59-1 

 



Commenter 60 – Matthew Hendricks Responses 
 
 

Comment 60-1 
A discussion of the indirect impacts on development associated with 
an overhead HVTL appears in Section 5.4.2.2 of the EIS.  
 
While the overhead transmission line options may have an indirect 
impact on development due to the lack of desire to live, work, or 
develop property near a high voltage transmission line, these are not 
considered direct effects. There are areas within the Twin Cities 
metropolitan area where development does occur adjacent to 
overhead high voltage transmission lines.   
 
 

60-1 



Commenter 60 – Matthew Hendricks Responses 
 
 

Comment 60-2 
See Comment 24-4, which addresses the same concern. A discussion 
of the applicability of a Certificate of Need is discussed in Section 2.2 
of the EIS. 
 
 

60-2 

 



Commenter 61 – Peter McLaughlin and Mark Stenglein Responses 
 
 

Comment 61-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 61-2 
A discussion of the indirect impacts on development associated with 
an overhead HVTL appears in Section 5.4.2.2 of the EIS. While there 
are no direct impacts identified, the EIS understands that there may be 
indirect impacts to development due to the perceptions of an industrial 
use area, visual intrusions that may influence the purchase price, and 
noise and dust present during construction.      
 
Comment 61-3 
Text in the Executive Summary has been modified regarding the 
mitigation of visual impacts with landscaping and vegetation.  
 
Comment 61-4 
Text in Sections 5.4.2.2, Table 6-1, and the Executive Summary has 
been modified to discuss impacts to perceived and real market 
property values.    
 
 

61-1 

61-2 

61-3 

61-4 



Commenter 61 – Peter McLaughlin and Mark Stenglein Responses 
 
 

Comment 61-5 
See response to Comment 61-4, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 61-6 
Text in Section 5.4.2.2 has been supplemented to include additional 
information on HUD Financing. While the presence of HVTL lines may 
indirectly impact development, the precise quantitative measure of 
impact is unknown. As noted in Section 5.4.2.2, residential property 
values may be affected by the presence of overhead lines due to 
visual perceptions and concerns over safety. The distances of poles 
structures from residential properties would be sited to meet or exceed 
the requirements of the National Electrical Safety Code (NESC).     
 
Comment 61-7 
Text in Section 5.4.2.2 has been modified to include additional 
information on HUD financing for high density residential areas.  
 
 

61-4 

61-5 

61-6 

61-7 



Commenter 61 – Peter McLaughlin and Mark Stenglein Responses 
 
 

Comment 61-8 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 61-9 
Text in Section 5.2.2.1 has been modified to clarify the difference in 
potential impacts between overhead and underground lines.   
 
Comment 61-10 
The 800 List was one of several tools used to identify and evaluate 
historic properties within the context of the EIS. Properties listed on 
the NRHP and those that are potentially eligible for the NRHP were 
also evaluated. The 800 List is provided on the City of Minneapolis 
website as a tool for use in identifying local landmarks. The 800 List 
was used in the EIS to capture properties not included on the NRHP. 
In addition, a 2001 cultural resources study for a portion of the Project 
Area was used to supplement NRHP and 800 List information. Text in 
Section 5.3.2.2 has been modified to note that there may be potential 
for undocumented historic resources within the Project Area.         
 
Comment 61-11 
Text in Section 5.3 has been modified to include a discussion of how 
the area of potential effect was determined. In addition, text was 
added throughout Section 5.3 to include data collected in a March 
2010 study of Alignments A1, A2, and A3.     
 
 

61-8 

61-9 

61-10 

61-11 



Commenter 61 – Peter McLaughlin and Mark Stenglein Responses 
 
 

Comment 61-12 
A study was conducted at this level for Route A. If this route is not 
selected, a pedestrian level cultural resources study on the selected 
route could be required by the PUC as a permitting condition and 
conducted for the selected route prior to construction. Known cultural 
resources and historic properties located within 0.1 mile of the route 
and substation alternatives are discussed in Section 5.3 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 61-13 
Text in Section 5.3.1.4 has been modified to note that Hennepin 
County Regional Railroad Authority acquired Midtown Greenway 
property for future transit and transportation uses, as well as 
complimentary bicycle usage.   
 
 
 
 

61-11 

61-12 

61-13 



Commenter 61 – Peter McLaughlin and Mark Stenglein Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 61 – Peter McLaughlin and Mark Stenglein Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 61 – Peter McLaughlin and Mark Stenglein Responses 
 
 

 

 



Commenter 62 – Joe Hesla Responses 
 
 

Comment 62-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

62-1 

 



Commenter 63 – Allan Hildenbrand Responses 
 
 

Comment 63-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

63-1 



Commenter 63 – Allan Hildenbrand Responses 
 
 

 

 



Commenter 64 – Paul Hindemith Responses 
 
 

Comment 64-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 

64-1 

 



Commenter 65 – Del Holmes Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 65 – Del Holmes Responses 
 
 

Comment 65-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

65-1 

 



Commenter 66 – Kate Hopper Responses 
 
 

Comment 66-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 

66-1 

 



Commenter 67 – Thatcher Imboden Responses 
 
 

Comment 67-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 67-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

67-1 

67-2 



Commenter 67 – Thatcher Imboden Responses 
 
 

Comment 67-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 67-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

67-3 

67-4 

 



Commenter 68 – Ryan Johnson Responses 
 
 

Comment 68-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

68-1 

 



Commenter 69 – Bruce Karstadt Responses 
 
 

Comment 69-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 69-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

69-1 

69-2 



Commenter 69 – Bruce Karstadt Responses 
 
 

Comment 69-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

69-3 

 



Commenter 70 – Andrew Koebrick Responses 
 
 

Comment 70-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

70-1 

 



Commenter 71 – Kim Kokett Responses 
 
 

Comment 71-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

71-1 

 



Commenter 72 – Sue Leskela Responses 
 
 

Comment 72-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 72-2 
A discussion of EMF appears in Sections 5.6.2.1 and 5.6.2.2 of the 
EIS. 
 
Comment 72-3 
Text in Sections 5.2.1.3 and 5.2.2.2 has been modified to include 
information on the potential loss of green space at the Hiawatha West 
Substation location.   
 
Comment 72-4 
See Comment 24-4, which addresses the same concern. A discussion 
of the applicability of a Certificate of Need is discussed in Section 2.2 
of the EIS. 
 
Comment 72-5 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

72-1 

72-2 

72-3 

72-4 

72-5 



Commenter 72 – Sue Leskela Responses 
 
 

Comment 72-6 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 72-7 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 72-8 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

72-6 

72-7 

72-8 

 



Commenter 73 – Ann Lewandowski Responses 
 
 

Comment 73-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 73-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 73-3 
The issues of need, including size, type and timing; questions of 
alternative system configurations; or questions of voltage, were 
identified to be outside the scope of the EIS in the Scoping Decision, 
signed by the Director of the OES on September 3, 2009. 
 
Comment 73-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

73-1 

73-2 

73-3 

73-4 



Commenter 73 – Ann Lewandowski Responses 
 
 

 

 



Commenter 74 – Robert Lilligren Responses 
 
 

Comment 74-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 74-2 
A discussion of the proposed designs for the substations appears in 
Sections 1.5 and 3.3 of the EIS. A discussion of the potential design 
for an underground substation appears in Section 3.4 of the EIS. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

74-1 

74-2 

 



Commenter 75 – Kevin Loecke Responses 
 
 

Comment 75-1 
A discussion of EMF appears in Sections 5.6.1.2 and 5.6.2.2 of the 
EIS. 
 
Comment 75-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

75-1 

75-2 



Commenter 75 – Kevin Loecke Responses 
 
 

Comment 75-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 75-4 
See response to Comment 20-7, which addresses the same concern. 
 
 

75-3 

75-4 

 



Commenter 76 – Longfellow Community Council Responses 
 
 

Comment 76-1 
Text in Section 5.2.1.3 has been supplemented with information on 
tree plantings at the Hiawatha West Substation location. Potential 
impacts to the tree plantings at Hiawatha West are discussed in 
applicable sections of the EIS. 
 
Comment 76-2 
See response to Comment 76-1, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 76-3 
A discussion of potential temporary impacts to the Midtown Greenway 
during construction of the Project appears in Section 5.16.2.1 of the 
EIS. 
 
Comment 76-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 76-5 
Text in Section 5.2.1.3, 5.10.2.2, and the Executive Summary has 
been modified and supplemented to include information on the 
potential removal of tress at the Hiawatha West Substation site. 
 
 

76-1 

76-2 

76-3 

76-4 

76-5 



Commenter 76 – Longfellow Community Council Responses 
 
 

Comment 76-6 
See response to Comment 76-5, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 76-7 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 76-8 
Simulated views of the substations and transmission line route 
alternatives are presented in Figures 5.8-3 through 5.8-21. These 
figures provide similar views of the substations as those requested. 
Due to the uniform substation walls proposed for all four sides of each 
substation, views and resulting impacts from each vantage 
surrounding the substations would be similar.      
 
Comment 76-9 
See response to Comment 76-5, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 76-10 
Text in Section 5.10 has been edited to note the correct substation. 
 
Comment 76-11 
Text in Section 1.5.1.1 has been modified to note the use of the 
Hiawatha West substation as an undeveloped green space with newly 
planted trees. 
 
 

76-5 

76-6 

76-7 

76-8 

76-9 

76-10 

76-11 



Commenter 76 – Longfellow Community Council Responses 
 
 

Comment 76-12 
See response to Comment 76-5, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 76-13 
Text in Section 5.2.1.3 has been modified and supplemented to 
include information on the MPRB Comprehensive Plan. 
 
Comment 76-14 
Text in Section 5.2.1.3 has been supplemented to include information 
on the Industrial Park Reforestation. Text in Section 5.2.2.2 was 
modified to note the potential loss of green space at the Hiawatha 
West Substation site.   
 
Comment 76-15 
Text in Section 5.2.1.3 has been supplemented to include information 
on the East End Revival Plan.  
 
Comment 76-16 
Text in Section 5.4.1.3 has been modified and supplemented to 
include information on parks and large scale urban reforestation 
efforts.  
 
Comment 76-17 
Text in Section 5.4.2.3 has been modified to reflect the potential loss 
of trees at the Hiawatha West Substation location.  
 

76-12 

76-13 

76-14 

76-15 

76-16 

76-17 



Commenter 76 – Longfellow Community Council Responses 
 
 

Comment 76-18 
The EIS recognizes the loss of green space should the Hiawatha West 
Substation site be selected. However, no designated park land would 
be lost. This is discussed in Sections 5.2.2.2 and 5.5.2.3 of the EIS.     
 
Comment 76-19 
Text in Sections 5.2.2.2, 5.4.2.1, and 5.5.2.3 has been modified and 
supplemented to note the potential loss of green space at the 
Hiawatha West Substation site.  
 
Comment 76-20 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 76-21 
Text in Section 5.7.2.2 has been modified to include information on the 
Hiawatha West Substation location. 
 
Comment 76-22 
See response to Comment 76-5, which addresses the same concern. 
 
 
 
 
 

76-17 

76-18 

76-19 

76-20 

76-21 

76-22 



Commenter 76 – Longfellow Community Council Responses 
 
 

Comment 76-23 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 76-24 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 76-25 
Text in Sections 3.3.1.1, 3.3.1.2, 3.3.1.3, 5.8.2.2, and the Executive 
Summary has been modified to include information on the proposed 
heights of the substation walls. The proposed height of the wall 
surrounding the Hiawatha Substation is 12 feet; the proposed height of 
the wall surrounding the Midtown Substation is 20 feet. 
 
Comment 76-26 
Text throughout the EIS has been edited to correct the noted error. 
 
 
 
 

76-22 

76-23 

76-24 

76-25 

76-26 



Commenter 76 – Longfellow Community Council Responses 
 
 

Comment 76-27 
Figures 5.2-1, 5.4-1, and 5.7-1 have been modified to show the 
location of the Midtown Greenway east of Hiawatha Avenue. 
 
Comment 76-28 
Simulated views of the substations and transmission line route 
alternatives are presented in Figures 5.8-3 through 5.8-21. These 
figures provide similar views of the substations as those requested. 
Due to the uniform substation walls proposed for all four sides of each 
substation, views and resulting impacts from each vantage 
surrounding the substations would be similar.      
 
 
 

76-27 

76-28 

 



Commenter 77 – Thomas Manley Responses 
 
 

Comment 77-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 

77-1 

 



Commenter 78 – George Mathews Responses 
 

Comment 78-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 78-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 78-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 78-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 78-5 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 78-6 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 78-7 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 78-8 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 78-9 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

78-1 
78-2 

78-3 
78-4 
78-5 
78-6 

78-7 

78-8 

78-9 



Commenter 78 – George Mathews Responses 
 
 

Comment 78-10 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 78-11 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 78-12 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 78-13 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 78-14 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

78-10 

78-11 
78-12 

78-13 

78-14 

 



Commenter 79 – Terin Mayer Responses 
 
 

Comment 79-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 79-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

79-1 

79-2 

 



Commenter 80 – Andrew McClure Responses 
 
 

Comment 80-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 80-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 

80-1 

80-2 

 



Commenter 81 – Margo McCreary Responses 
 
 

Comment 81-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

81-1 

 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-1 
A discussion of the potential impacts of the Project on development 
and property values appears in Section 5.4.2.2 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 82-2 
The feasibility of constructing Route D along a specific alignment 
cannot be determined until the location of all existing underground 
infrastructure is identified. The Applicant has stated that an alignment 
beneath the center of the street would likely not be feasible; however, 
the duct banks could be placed beneath the northern portion of E 28th 
Street to reduce potential impacts to trees, sidewalks, and other 
infrastructure. Text in Sections 1.4.4, 5.4.2.3, and 5.8.2.1 has been 
supplement to include information on potential alternative alignments 
of Route D.   
 
Comment 82-3 
Text throughout the EIS has been modified and supplemented to 
evaluate the Zimmer Davis Substation site as a potential alternative 
location for the Hiawatha Substation. 
 
 

82-1 

82-2 

82-3 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-4 
Text in Section 3.4.1 has been supplemented to include information on 
the Anaheim Substation. A discussion on potential mitigation for 
impacts from the Project substations is included in the mitigation 
subsections in each of the Section 5.0 resource sections. A summary 
of potential mitigation measures appears in Table 6-3. 
 
Comment 82-5 
Policy issues surrounding whether utilities, ratepayers, or local 
government should be liable for the cost to underground conductors 
were identified to be outside the scope of the EIS in the Scoping 
Decision, signed by the Director of OES on September 3, 2009. 
Undergrounding costs are provided in Section 1.8 the EIS for 
informational purposes. 
 
Comment 82-6 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-7 
A discussion of environmental justice appears in Section 5.5 of the 
EIS. 
 
Comment 82-8 
The EIS discusses that an overhead HVTL project may impact the 
potential development opportunities negatively (see Section 5.2.2.2, 
5.4.1.2, and 5.4.2.2 of the EIS), including aesthetics, financing, and 
perceived health and safety issues associated with HVTL. The degree 
and extent of the impact is unknown. There are many areas within the 
Twin Cities metro area that have residential and commercial 
development adjacent to HVTLs. 
 
 

82-4 

82-5 

82-6 

82-7 

82-8 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-9 
A discussion of socioeconomic impacts appears in Section 5.4 of the 
EIS. Text in Section 5.4.2.2 has been modified and supplemented to 
include information on potential impacts to development and HUD 
financing. 
 
Comment 82-10 
Text in Section 5.4.2.1 has been modified to indicate that adverse 
effects may occur with overhead lines and not with underground lines.  
 
Comment 82-11 
Text in Table ES-1 has been modified to include the suggested 
language.  
 
Comment 82-12 
Text in Table ES-1 has been modified to include the suggested 
language.  
 
Comment 82-13 
Text in Tables 6.3 and ES-2 has been modified to include 
undergrounding the transmission lines and/or substations as a 
potential mitigation measure. 
 
Comment 82-14 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-15 
See response to Comment 82-2, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 82-16 
The number of residential dwellings located at specified distances to 
Route D under a center of the street alignment appears in Table 5.4-5. 
 
 

82-9 

82-10 

82-11 

82-12 

82-13 

82-14 

82-15 

82-16 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-17 
See response to Comment 82-2, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 82-18 
Text in Table 6-1, 6-3, and ES-2 has been modified to include 
information on an alternative alignment that could reduce the number 
of trees affected by Route D. 
 
Comment 82-19 
Text in Sections 5.16.2.1, 6.1.1, 6.2, and the Executive Summary has 
been modified to include information on potential conflicts between the 
Project and future transit facilities. 
 
Comment 82-20 
Text in Sections 5.7.2.1 and 5.16.3 has been modified to include 
information on the potential impacts of locating the Project within the 
Midtown Greenway. 
 
 
 
 

82-17 

82-18 

82-19 

82-20 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-21 
Text in Tables ES-2, 6-1, and 6-3 has been supplemented to include 
information on the potential conflict of Route A with future transit. 
 
Comment 82-22 
Text in Sections 1.1, 1.5.1.3, and the Executive Summary has been 
modified and supplemented to include information on the location, use, 
and substation design for the Zimmer Davis Substation site. Resource 
subsections within Section 5.0 for affected environment, impacts, and 
mitigation have been supplemented to include a discussion of the 
Zimmer Davis Substation as applicable.  
 
Comment 82-23 
Text in Section 1.5.1.1 has been modified to note the current use of 
the Hiawatha West Substation and potential impacts on trees planted 
at the site. 
 
 

82-20 

82-21 

82-22 

82-23 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-24 
See response to Comment 76-5, which address the same concern. 
 
Comment 82-25 
See response to Comment 76-19, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 82-26 
See response to Comment 76-5, which address the same concern. 
 
Comment 82-27 
See response to Comment 82-4, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 82-38 
A discussion of the potential impacts of the Project on noise appears 
in Section 5.14.2 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 82-29 
A discussion of the potential impacts of the Project on noise appears 
in Section 5.14.2 of the EIS. 
 
 
 

82-23 

82-24 

82-25 

82-26 

82-27 

82-28 

82-29 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-30 
A discussion of the mitigation of substation noise appears in Section 
5.14.3.3 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 82-31 
A discussion of the aesthetic impact and compatibility with surrounding 
land use of the substation walls appears in Section 5.8.2.2 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 82-32 
Text in Sections 5.8.2.2 and 5.8.3 has been modified and 
supplemented to include information on the Con Edison substation 
and architectural wall design options. 
 
Comment 82-33 
Text in Section 3.4.1 has been modified and supplemented to include 
information on the design of the Park Substation in Anaheim, 
California. The proposed underground Hiawatha West substation 
would be designed as a gas-insulated substation. 
 
Comment 82-34 
Text in Sections 5.8.2.2 and 5.8.3 has been modified and 
supplemented to include information on the Con Edison substation 
and architectural wall design options. 
 
 

82-30 

82-31 

82-32 

82-33 

82-34 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-35 
A discussion of substation wall design as a potential mitigation for 
aesthetics and noise appears in Sections 5.8.3 and 5.14.3 of the EIS. 
Text in Sections 1.5.1, 5.6.3.8, 5.8.2.2, 5.14.2.2, and the Executive 
Summary has been modified to reflect information on the Applicant’s 
revised substation wall and gate design. 
 
Comment 82-36 
See response to Comment 82-5, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 82-37 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

82-35 

82-36 

82-37 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-38 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-39 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-40 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-41 
A discussion on EMF appears in Sections 5.6.1.2 and 5.6.2.2 of the 
EIS. 
 
Comment 82-42 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

82-38 

82-39 

82-40 

82-41 

82-42 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-43 
Text in Section 5.6.2.2 has been modified with the correct electric field 
strength for the underground transmission line alternatives. Text in 
Section 5.6.1.2 has been modified and supplemented to include 
information on EMF standards set by states, countries, and 
international organizations.  
 
Comment 82-44 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-45 
A discussion of stray voltage appears in Sections 5.6.1.4 and 5.6.2.4 
of the EIS. 
 
Comment 82-46 
A discussion of stray voltage appears in Sections 5.6.1.4 and 5.6.2.4 
of the EIS. 
 
Comment 82-47 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-48 
A discussion of induced currents and shock hazards appears in 
Sections 5.6.1.5 and 5.6.2.5 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 82-49 
A discussion of induced currents and shock hazards appears in 
Sections 5.6.1.5 and 5.6.2.5 of the EIS. 
 
 
 

82-43 

82-44 

82-45 

82-46 

82-47 

82-48 

82-49 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-50 
A discussion of induced currents and shock hazards appears in 
Sections 5.6.1.5 and 5.6.2.5 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 82-51 
Text in Section 5.6.2.2 has been modified with the correct electric field 
strength for the underground transmission line alternatives. 
 
Comment 82-52 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-53 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

82-49 

82-50 

82-51 

82-52 

82-53 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-54 
Text in Section 5.6.1.2 has been modified and supplemented to 
include a discussion of Dr. Carpenter’s research on the relationship 
between EMF and diseases.  
 
 
 

82-53 

82-54 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-55 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-56 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-57 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-58 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-59 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

82-55 

82-56 

82-57 

82-58 

82-59 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-60 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

82-59 

82-60 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-61 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-62 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-63 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-64 
Text in Section 5.6.1.2 has been modified and supplemented to 
include information on EMF standards set by states, countries, and 
international organizations. 
 
 

82-61 

82-62 

82-63 

82-64 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-65 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-66 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-67 
Text in Section 5.6.2.2 has been edited with the correct magnetic field 
strengths. 
 
 

82-65 

82-66 

82-67 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-68 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-69 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

82-67 

82-68 

82-69 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-70 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-71 
Text in Section 5.6.2.2 has been edited with the correct magnetic field 
strengths. 
 
Comment 82-72 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-73 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-74 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-75 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-76 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

82-70 

82-71 

82-72 

82-73 

82-74 

82-75 

82-76 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 82-77 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-78 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-79 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-80 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 82-81 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

82-77 

82-78 

82-79 

82-80 

82-81 



Commenter 82 – Midtown Greenway Coalition Responses 
 
 

 

 



Commenter 83 – Minnesota Department of Transportation Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 83 – Minnesota Department of Transportation Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 83 – Minnesota Department of Transportation Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 83 – Minnesota Department of Transportation Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 83 – Minnesota Department of Transportation Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 83 – Minnesota Department of Transportation Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 83 – Minnesota Department of Transportation Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 83 – Minnesota Department of Transportation Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 83 – Minnesota Department of Transportation Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 83 – Minnesota Department of Transportation Responses 
 
 

Comment 83-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

83-1 



Commenter 83 – Minnesota Department of Transportation Responses 
 
 

Comment 83-2 
Text in Sections 1.5.1.1, 1.5.1.6, 1.5.1.7, 1.5.1.8, 5.5.2.3, 7.2.3, 7.2.4, 
and 7.2.5 has been modified and supplemented to include information 
on MnDOT property ownership. 
 
 

83-2 



Commenter 83 – Minnesota Department of Transportation Responses 
 
 

Comment 83-3 
Text in Sections 4.2.1 and 5.2.2.2 has been modified and 
supplemented to include information on potential investigation and 
remediation requirements prior to sale. 
 
Comment 83-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 83-5 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 
 

83-3 

83-4 

83-5 



Commenter 83 – Minnesota Department of Transportation Responses 
 
 

Comment 83-6 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 83-5 

83-6 



Commenter 83 – Minnesota Department of Transportation Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 83 – Minnesota Department of Transportation Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 83 – Minnesota Department of Transportation Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 83 – Minnesota Department of Transportation Responses 
 
 

 

 



Commenter 84 – Jesse Mortenson Responses 
 
 

Comment 84-1 
See response to Comment 24-4, which addresses the same concern. 
 
 

84-1 

 



Commenter 85 – Hillary Oppmann Responses 
 
 

Comment 85-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

85-1 



Commenter 85 – Hillary Oppmann Responses 
 
 

Comment 85-2 
See response to Comment 76-19, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 85-3 
Underground transmission lines placed along Alignments A2 and A3 
and Route D could be connected directly into the proposed substation 
locations while the lines are underground, such that the transition 
would happen within the walls of the proposed substations. Text in 
Sections 1.4.1 and 1.4.4 has been modified and supplemented to 
include information on the connection of underground transmission 
lines with aboveground substations. 
 
Comment 85-4 
Simulated views of the substations and transmission line route 
alternatives are presented in Figures 5.8-3 through 5.8-21. These 
figures provide similar views of the substations as those requested. 
Due to the uniform substation walls proposed for all four sides of each 
substation, views and resulting impacts from each vantage 
surrounding the substations would be similar.      
 
 
 

85-2 

85-3 

85-4 



Commenter 85 – Hillary Oppmann Responses 
 
 

 

 



Commenter 86 – Carol Overland Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 86 – Carol Overland Responses 
 
 

Comment 86-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 86-2 
Text in Section 1.2 has been modified and supplemented to included 
additional information on the purpose of the Project. 
 
 

86-1 

86-2 



Commenter 86 – Carol Overland Responses 
 
 

Comment 86-3 
Connected actions are defined in Minnesota Rules, part 4410.0200, 
subpart 9b, which states that “[t]wo projects are ‘connected actions’ if 
a responsible governmental unit determines they are related in any of 
the following ways: (A) one project would directly induce the other; (B) 
one project is a prerequisite for the other and the prerequisite project 
is not justified by itself; or (C) neither project is justified by itself.”  OES 
does not consider the Project to represent a connected action because 
the proposed Project is a stand-alone project and is neither brought 
about by another project nor interdependent with another project. 
 
 
 

86-3 



Commenter 86 – Carol Overland Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 86 – Carol Overland Responses 
 
 

Comment 86-4 
See response to Comment 86-3, which addresses the same concern. 
 
 

86-4 



Commenter 86 – Carol Overland Responses 
 
 

Comment 86-5 
See response to Comment 86-3, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 86-6 
See response to Comment 86-3, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 86-7 
See response to Comment 86-3, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 86-8 
See response to Comment 86-3, which addresses the same concern. 
 
 

86-5 

86-6 

86-7 

86-8 



Commenter 86 – Carol Overland Responses 
 
 

Comment 86-9 
See response to Comment 83-2, which addresses the same concern. 
Text in Section 7.1 discusses alternative routes that were rejected 
from consideration under MnDOT’s Accommodation Policy. 
 
Comment 86-10 
See response to Comment 82-5, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 86-11 
See response to Comment 82-5, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 86-12 
See response to Comment 82-5, which addresses the same concern. 
 
 
 

86-9 

86-10 

86-11 

86-12 



Commenter 86 – Carol Overland Responses 
 
 

Comment 86-13 
See response to Comment 82-5, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 86-14 
See response to Comment 82-5, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 86-15 
See response to Comment 82-5, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 86-16 
A discussion of the undergrounding of transmission lines or 
substations as a potential mitigation measure is discussed in Sections 
5.1.3, 5.3.3, 5.5.3, 5.6.3, 5.7.3, and 5.8.3 of the EIS.   
 
Comment 86-17 
See response to Comment 82-5, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 86-18 
Two underground transmission line route alternatives were identified in 
the Scoping Decision signed by the Director of the OES on September 
3, 2009. The potential to underground the overhead route alternatives 
proposed by the Applicant are outside the scope of the EIS.     
 
Comment 86-19 
See response to Comment 82-5, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 86-20 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

86-13 

86-14 

86-15 

86-16 

86-17 

86-18 

86-19 

86-20 



Commenter 86 – Carol Overland Responses 
 

Comment 86-21 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
Comment 86-22 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
Comment 86-23 
A discussion of EMF from underground transmission line appears in 
Section 5.6.2.2 and Table 5.6-3 of the EIS. 
Comment 86-24 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
Comment 86-25 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
Comment 86-26 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
Comment 86-27 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
Comment 86-28 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
Comment 86-29 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
Comment 86-30 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
Comment 86-31 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

86-21 

86-22 

86-23 

86-24 

86-25 

86-26 

86-27 
86-28 
86-29 

86-30 
86-31 



Commenter 86 – Carol Overland Responses 
 
 

Comment 86-32 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 86-33 
Minnesota Statute 216E.12, subd. 4 (referred to as the “buy the farm” 
provision) applies only to HVTLs with a capacity of 200 kV or more. 
The voltage of the transmission lines associated with the proposed 
Project is 115 kV; thus, the “buy the farm” provision is not applicable to 
the Project. 
 
Comment 86-34 
See response to Comment 86-33, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 86-35 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

86-32 

86-33 
86-34 

86-35 



Commenter 86 – Carol Overland Responses 
 

Comment 86-36 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
Comment 86-37 
Electric and magnetic fields were calculated by Xcel Energy using the 
Electric Power Research Institute’s software program ENVIRO. 
Comment 86-38 
Modeling was conducted assuming operation conditions in Year 1. 
Potential future expansion was not included in the proposed Project. 
Comment 86-39 
The proposed Project is designed for an average current of 138 Amps 
and peak current of 230 Amps. The issues of need, including size, 
type and timing; questions of alternative system configurations; or 
questions of voltage, were identified to be outside the scope of the EIS 
in the Scoping Decision, signed by the Director of the OES on 
September 3, 2009. 
Comment 86-40 through 86-42 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
Comment 86-43 
See response to Comment 86-39, which addresses the same concern. 
Comment 86-44 through 86-47 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
Comment 86-48 
The calculated magnetic field at a distance of 0 feet from the 
substation wall would range between 3.24 and 13.09 mG for the 
Hiawatha Substation (low profile) and between 1.07 and 11.64 mG for 
the Midtown Substation (high profile). 
Comment 86-49 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

86-36 

86-37 
86-38 
86-39 
86-40 

86-41 
86-42 

86-43 

86-44 
86-45 

86-46 

86-47 
86-48 

86-49 



Commenter 86 – Carol Overland Responses 
 
 

Comment 86-50 through 86-51 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
Comment 86-52 
Text in Section 5.14.2.2 has been supplemented with information on 
substation noise. 
Comment 86-53 
A discussion of substation design appears in Sections 1.5 and 5.8.2.2 
of the EIS. 
Comment 86-54 
A discussion of substation equipment appears in Sections 1.5 and 3.3 
of the EIS.  
Comment 86-55 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
Comment 86-56 
Information on substation transformers and other equipment, including 
MVA ratings, appears in Section 1.5.1 and 1.5.2 of the EIS. 
Comment 86-57 through 86-58 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
Comment 86-59 
See response to Comment 86-52, which addresses the same concern. 
Comment 86-60 
A discussion of substation lighting appears in Section 3.3.1.3 of the 
EIS. 
Comment 86-61 
Final lighting design plans for the substations have not been 
developed. A discussion of substation lighting appears in Section 
3.3.1.3 of the EIS. 
Comment 86-62 
Each of the sources identified in the comment were analyzed in the 
Chalmers (2009) study on property values, which is discussed in 
Section 5.4.3.3 of the EIS.   

86-50 
86-51 
86-52 
86-53 

86-54 

86-55 
86-56 

86-57 
86-58 
86-59 

86-60 

86-61 

86-62 



Commenter 86 – Carol Overland Responses 
 
 

Comment 86-63 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 86-64 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 86-65 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 86-66 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 86-67 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 86-68 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 86-69 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 86-70 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

86-63 
86-64 
86-65 

86-66 

86-67 
86-68 
86-69 
86-70 

 



Commenter 87 – Owen Responses 
 
 

Comment 87-1 
See response to Comment 72-1, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 87-2 
See response to Comment 72-2, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 87-3 
See response to Comment 72-3, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 87-4 
See response to Comment 72-4, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 87-5 
See response to Comment 72-5, which addresses the same concern. 
 
 

87-1 

87-2 

87-3 

87-4 

87-5 



Commenter 87 – Owen Responses 
 
 

Comment 87-6 
See response to Comment 72-6, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 87-7 
See response to Comment 72-7, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 87-8 
See response to Comment 72-8, which addresses the same concern. 
 
 

87-5 

87-6 

87-7 

87-8 

 



Commenter 88 – Ray Paulson Responses 
 
 

Comment 88-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 88-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

88-1 

88-2 

 



Commenter 89 – Ray Paulson Responses 
 
 

Comment 89-1 
See response to Comment 76-19, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 89-2 
Text in Sections 1.5 and 7.2 has been modified and supplemented to 
include information on the potential to construct a high or low profile 
substation within the space available at each of the alternative 
substation locations.  
 
Comment 89-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

89-1 

89-2 

89-3 



Commenter 89 – Ray Paulson Responses 
 
 

Comment 89-4 
Text in Sections 1.5 and 7.2 has been modified and supplemented to 
include information on the potential to construct a high or low profile 
substation within the space available at each of the alternative 
substation locations.  
 
 
 
 

89-3 

89-4 

 



Commenter 90 – Silvia Perez Responses 
 
 

Comment 90-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

90-1 

 



Commenter 91 – Esther Perry 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 – Julia Philips 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 – Powderhorn Park Neighborhood Association Responses 
 
 

Comment 93-1 
A discussion of EMF appears in Section 5.6.1.2 and 5.6.2.2 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 93-2 
See response to Comment 24-4, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 93-3 
A discussion of HUD financing, redevelopment, and property values 
appears in Section 5.4.2.2 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 93-4 
A discussion of environmental justice appears in Section 5.5 of the 
EIS. 
 
Comment 93-5 
A discussion of the potential impacts of transmission lines on bicycle 
facilities appears in Section 5.16.2.1 of the EIS.  
 
Comment 93-6 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 

93-1 

93-2 

93-3 

93-4 

93-5 

93-6 

 



Commenter 94 – Catherine Pususta Responses 
 
 

Comment 94-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

94-1 

 



Commenter 95 – Eric Refsell Responses 
 
 

Comment 95-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 95-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

95-1 

95-2 

 



Commenter 96 – Elizabeth Schmiesing Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 96 – Elizabeth Schmiesing Responses 
 
 

Comment 96-1 
Text in Sections 1.5.2.3, 5.2.2.2, 5.4.2.1, 5.5.2.3, and the Executive 
Summary has been modified and supplemented to include information 
on the current and future use of the Mt-28N substation location. 
 
Comment 96-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 96-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 96-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 96-5 
Text in Sections 1.5.2.4, 5.1.1, 5.1.2.2, 5.2.2.2, 5.4.2.1, 5.5.2.3, 6.1.2, 
and the Executive Summary has been modified and supplemented to 
include information on the current and future use of the Mt-28S 
substation location. 
 
 

96-1 

96-2 

96-3 

96-4 

96-5 



Commenter 96 – Elizabeth Schmiesing Responses 
 
 

Comment 96-6 
Text in Sections 1.5.2.4, 5.1.2.2, 5.2.2.2, 5.4.2.1, 5.5.2.3, 6.1.2, and 
the Executive Summary has been modified and supplemented to 
include information on the current and future use of the Mt-28S 
substation location. 
 
Comment 96-7 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

96-5 

96-6 

96-7 

 



Commenter 97 – Joseph Spangler Responses 
 
 

Comment 97-1 
The Applicant has stated that placement of the transmission line within 
the storm water tunnel is not a feasible alignment. 
 

97-1 

 



Commenter 98 – Jane Thomson Responses 
 
 

Comment 98-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

98-1 

 



Commenter 99 – Lou Tofte Responses 
 
 

Comment 99-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

99-1 

 



Commenter 100 – Brit Tracy 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 – Ralph Watkins 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 – David West Responses 
 
 

Comment 102-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
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Commenter 103 – Miriam West Responses 
 
 

Comment 103-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 103-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 103-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
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103-2 

103-3 



Commenter 103 – Miriam West Responses 
 
 

Comment 103-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 103-5 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
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103-5 

 



Commenter 104 – David Woolley 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 – Vincent Wyckoff Responses 
 
 

Comment 105-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
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Commenter 106 – Xcel Energy Responses 
 
 

 
Comment 106-1 
Text throughout the EIS has been modified and supplemented to 
include information on the revised width of Route A as 200 feet and 
potential Alignments A1, A2, and A3. 
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Commenter 106 – Xcel Energy Responses 
 
 

Comment 106-2 
Text in Sections 1.4 and 1.8 has been modified to note that Route A is 
the Applicant’s preferred route, rather than the overhead Route A1 
alignment as the preferred route. Throughout the EIS, the previous 
discussion of “preferred” alignments has been edited to “potential” 
alignments, with the exception of Route D, for which the Applicant has 
stated a preferred alignment.   
 
Comment 106-3 
Throughout the EIS, the previous discussion of “preferred” alignments 
has been edited to “potential” alignments, with the exception of Route 
D, for which the Applicant has stated a preferred alignment.   
 
Comment 106-4 
Text in Sections 3.3.1.1, 3.3.1.2, 3.3.1.3, 5.8.2.2, and the Executive 
Summary has been modified to include the proposed heights of the 
substation walls. 
 
Comment 106-5 
Text in Sections 5.10.2.2 and the Executive Summary has been 
modified to note that Arbor Day tree plantings could be removed at the 
Hiawatha West Substation site, rather than the Hiawatha East 
Substation site. 
 
Comment 106-6 
Text in Sections 1.5 and 7.2 has been modified and supplemented to 
include information on the feasibility of the Hiawatha substation 
alternatives proposed by the ATF.  
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106-5 
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Commenter 106 – Xcel Energy Responses 
 
 

Comment 106-7 
Text in Sections 1.5.2.3, 1.5.2.4, 5.1.1, 5.1.2.2, 5.2.2.2, 5.4.2.1, 
5.5.2.3, 6.1.2 and the Executive Summary has been modified and 
supplemented to include information on the current use of the Mt-28N 
and Mt-28S substation locations. 
 
Comment 106-8 
Text has been edited in Sections 5.4.2.2 and 5.8.2.2 to correct the 
noted error.   
 
Comment 106-9 
Text in Sections 1.5, 1.5.3, 3.4, 4.2.2, and the Executive Summary has 
been modified to reflect the correct purpose of the Sargent & Lundy 
study.  
 
Comment 106-10 
Text in Section 5.6.2.2 and Table 5.6-5 (formerly Table 5.6-3) has 
been modified with the revised information on calculated electric fields. 
 
Comment 106-11 
Text in Section 5.6.2.2 and Table 5.6-7 (formerly Table 5.6-4) has 
been modified with the revised information on calculated magnetic 
fields. 
 
 

106-6 

106-7 

106-8 

106-9 

106-10 

106-11 



Commenter 106 – Xcel Energy Responses 
 
 

Comment 106-12 
Text in Section 5.6.2.2 and Table 5.6-7 (formerly Table 5.6-4) has 
been modified with the revised information on calculated magnetic 
fields. 
 
Comment 106-13 
Tables 1-3 through 1-6 have been modified with updated cost 
allocation estimates provided in the testimony of Paul Lehman. 
 
Comment 106-14 
Text in Sections 5.4.2.3 and the Executive Summary has been 
modified and supplemented with information on the trimming of trees 
for existing distribution lines. 
 
Comment 106-15 
Text in Sections 5.4.2.3 and 5.10.2.1 has been modified to note that 
the number of trees removed would depend on final structure 
placement. 
 
Comment 106-16 
Text in Section 5.4.1.3 has been modified to include information on 
which community gardens are located in proximity to route 
alternatives. 
 
Comment 106-17 
Text in Section 3.1.1 has been modified to note that structures would 
be placed adjacent to paved surfaces where possible. Text in Sections 
5.6.1.7 and 5.6.2.7 has been modified and supplemented to include 
information on the Americans with Disabilities Act. 
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Commenter 106 – Xcel Energy Responses 
 
 

Comment 106-18 
Text has been edited in Sections 1.4.1, 5.8.2.1, 5.8.3, 6.2, and the 
Executive Summary to correct the information on existing distribution 
lines.  
 
Comment 106-19 
Text has been edited in Section 4.3 to note the correct appraisal 
information. 
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106-18 
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Commenter 106 – Xcel Energy Responses 
 
 

 

 


