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Introduction 
 
This appendix provides a summary of the public meetings and public hearings, 
explains the methodology for receiving and organizing comments, and provides 
responses to comments received. 
 
The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Hiawatha 
Transmission Line Project was published on January 8, 2010.  Notice of the 
availability of the DEIS was sent to those persons on the Office of Energy 
Security’s project contact and agency technical representative lists, and published 
in the Environmental Quality Board Monitor and newspapers of local circulation. 
 
The OES distributed copes of the DEIS to those persons requesting individual 
copies, former members of the advisory task force, local libraries, and to those 
state agencies identified on the technical representatives list. 
 
A public meeting on the DEIS was held on February 10, 2010, at Plaza Verde in 
Minneapolis, Minnesota.  Based on sign-in sheets, the DEIS meeting was 
attended by more than 100 individuals.  OES staff led the presentation and 
presided over the public meeting.  The public was encouraged to provide oral 
comments at the public meeting and to submit written comments to the OES by 
March 10, 2010.  A court reporter was present at the public meeting to ensure 
that all oral comments were recorded accurately. 
 

Methodology 
 
In preparing the Final EIS, the OES Energy Facility Permitting (EFP) staff 
considered all comments to the extent practicable.  An identification number was 
assigned to each commenter, including those who expressed comments orally at 
the public meeting.  Individuals who submitted comments in multiple separate 
submissions were assigned a separate commenter number for each submission.  
Each specific comment by the same commenter was assigned a sequential 
comment number; for example, Comment 41-3 refers to the 3rd comment by the 
commenter assigned as number 41. 
 
Based on the comments received on the Draft EIS, the OES EFP prepared 
responses and modified the EIS where appropriate.  The EIS was also revised 
based on OES EFP’s internal technical and editorial review of the DEIS (i.e., 
changes made to the EIS that were not in response to a comment received). 
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Oral comments at the public meeting, as well as scanned images of the original 
comment documents in order by assigned commenter number, are included in 
their entirety in this chapter.  The commenters and their comments are identified 
and labeled on each document image beginning with the public meeting oral 
comments.  All comment documents on the DEIS, as included in this comment-
response chapter, as well as any supporting attachments, have been entered into 
the administrative record for this docket.  Individual responses for each 
comment are provided on the right side of each page in close proximity to the 
corresponding comment.  In cases where subsequent comments address the 
same issue, references are made to the earlier comment number for appropriate 
responses. 
 
Oral comments were given by 28 individuals at the DEIS public meeting; OES 
received 78 written comments during the public comment period.  The table 
below provides a listing of the commenters, their assigned identification 
numbers, and their affiliations. 
 
Commenter 
Number 

Commenter  
Name 

Affiliation 

1 David Peterson Chair of Longfellow Community Council 
Environmental and Transportation 
Committee 

2 Leslie Ebbertt Citizen 
3 Linda Jensen Citizen 
4 Joseph Spangler Citizen 
5 Jim Howitt Citizen 
6 Mehmet Komar-Stenberg Citizen 
7 Angelina Matias-Vasquez Employee of Women's Environmental 

Institute, Board of Greenway, and 
member of the Commission for Health 
for the Culture Women's Center 
Backyard Initiative 

8 Scott Cramer Co-chair Longfellow Business 
Association, Longfellow Community 
Council 

9 Eric Hart Longfellow Environmental 
Transportation Committee and 
representative of Midtown Greenway 
Coalition 

10 Josh Tolkan Citizen 
11 Hillary Oppmann Citizen 
12 Joshua Houdek Citizen 
13 Amy Blumenshine Citizen 
14 Aaron Keith Citizen 
15 Ralph Jacobson President, Minnesota Solar Energy 

Industry Association 
16 Mark Ambroe Citizen 
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17 Sarah Graham Little Earth United Tribes 
18 Sue Ann Martinson Citizen 
19 Gerry Tyrrell Corcoran Neighborhood Organization, 

Land Use and Transportation Committee 
20 Liza Guerra O'Reilly Citizen 
21 Peter McLaughlin Hennepin County Commissioner 
22 Carol Pass Citizen 
23 Vivian Klauber Citizen 
24 Tim Springer Midtown Greenway Coalition 
25 Michael Troutman Citizen 
26 Amanda Dlouhy Phillips West Neighborhood Association, 

Midtown Greenway Coalition 
27 Aisha Gomez Women's Environmental Institute 
28 Karen Clark State Representative 
29 Sybil Axner Citizen 
30 Samuel Axner-Engel Citizen 
31 Wayne Bailey Citizen 
32 Pamela Barnard Citizen 
33 Bonnie Beckel Citizen 
34 Johannah Boemster Citizen 
35 KC Bretzke Citizen 
36 Don Browne Citizen 
37 Lorraine Bryant Citizen 
38 Mary Burns Citizen 
39 Mandala Catlette Citizen 
40 Winston Cavert Citizen 
41 Barbara Sporlein and Steven Kotke City of Minneapolis, Community 

Planning and Economic Development 
and Department of Public Works 

42 Christine Frank Climate Crisis Coalition 
43 Janet Court Citizen 
44 Niki Danou Citizen 
45 Jamie Schrenzel Minnesota Department of Natural 

Resources 
46 Peter Doughty Citizen 
47 Carol Ann Pass East Phillips Improvement Coalition 
48 Carol Ann Pass East Phillips Improvement Coalition 
49 Hanna Esparza Citizen 
50 Leslie Everett Citizen 
51 James Feldman Citizen 
52 Hannah Friedrich Citizen 
53 Adel Gardner Citizen 
54 Nancy Gehrenbeck-Miller Citizen 
55 Steve Gehrenbeck-Miller Citizen 
56 Cam Gordon Minneapolis City Council Member 
57 Ernie Gunderson Citizen 
58 Becky Hanson Citizen 
59 Allyson Hayward Citizen 
60 Matthew Hendricks Citizen 
61 Peter McLaughlin and Mark Stenglein Hennepin County  
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62 Joe Hesla Citizen 
63 Allan Hildenbrand Citizen 
64 Paul Hindemith Citizen 
65 Del Holmes Citizen 
66 Kate Hopper Citizen 
67 Thatcher Imboden Citizen 
68 Ryan Johnson Citizen 
69 Bruce Karstadt American Swedish Institute 
70 Andrew Koebrick Citizen 
71 Kim Kokett Citizen 
72 Sue Leskela Citizen 
73 Ann Lewandowski Citizen 
74 Robert Lilligren Citizen 
75 Kevin Loecke Citizen 
76 Longfellow Community Council, 

Environment and Transportation 
Committee 

Longfellow Community Council, 
Environment and Transportation 
Committee 

77 Thomas Manley Citizen 
78 George Mathews Citizen 
79 Terin Mayer Citizen 
80 Andrew McClure Citizen 
81 Margo McCreary Citizen 
82 Paula Goodman Maccabee Midtown Greenway Coalition 
83 David Seykora MnDOT 
84 Jesse Mortenson Citizen 
85 Hillary Oppmann Citizen 
86 Carol Overland Citizen 
87 Owen Citizen 
88 Ray Paulson Citizen 
89 Ray Paulson Citizen 
90 Silvia Perez Citizen 
91 Esther Perry Citizen 
92 Julia Philips Citizen 
93 Powderhorn Park Neighborhood 

Association 
Powderhorn Park Neighborhood 
Association 

94 Catherine Pususta Citizen 
95 Eric Refsell Citizen 
96 Elizabeth Schmiesing Wells Fargo Bank 
97 Joseph Spangler Citizen 
98 Jane Thomson Citizen 
99 Lou Tofte Citizen 
100 Brit Tracy Citizen 
101 Ralph Watkins Citizen 
102 David West Citizen 
103 Miriam West Citizen 
104 David Woolley Citizen 
105 Vincent Wyckoff Citizen 
106 RaeLynn Asah Xcel Energy 
 



 

















Commenter 1 – David Peterson Responses 



Commenter 1 – David Peterson Responses 
 

Comment 1-1 
Text in Sections 5.2.1.3 and 5.2.2.2 has been supplemented to include 
information on the MnDOT Community Roadside Landscaping 
Program and tree plantings at the Hiawatha Substation locations.    

1-1 



Commenter 1 – David Peterson Responses 
 

Comment 1-2 
A discussion of the potential impacts to flora appears in Section 5.10 
of the EIS.  1-1 

1-2 



Commenter 1 – David Peterson Responses 
 

Comment 1-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 1-4 
A discussion of carbon sequestration appears in Section 5.13.2 of the 
EIS.  
 
Comment 1-5 
A discussion of the aesthetics and the removal of trees and vegetation 
appears in Section 5.8.2 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 1-6 
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 1-7 
Text in Sections 5.2.1.3 and 5.2.2.2 has been modified and 
supplemented with information on the tree plantings at the Hiawatha 
West Substation location. The Hiawatha West Substation location is 
owned in fee title by MnDOT, who has indicated that this plot of land 
could be considered surplus and sold.  
 
 

1-3 

1-4 

1-5 

1-6 

1-7 



Commenter 1 – David Peterson Responses 
 

Comment 1-8 
Distribution lines of 100 kV or less are not regulated by the Public 
Utilities Commission (PUC). The Applicant submitted an application for 
a route permit to the PUC to construct two new distribution substations 
and two 115 kV transmission lines, which are evaluated in the EIS.  
   
Comment 1-9 
Text in Section 5.2.1.3 has been supplemented to include the East 
End Revival Plan under Other Small Area Plans.     
 
 

1-7 

1-8 

1-9 



Commenter 2 – Leslie Ebbertt Responses 
 

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

2-1 



Commenter 3 – Linda Jensen Responses 
 
 

2-1 



Commenter 3 – Linda Jensen Responses 
 

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

3-1 



Commenter 3 – Linda Jensen Responses 
 

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

3-2 



Commenter 3 – Linda Jensen Responses 
 

Comment 3-3 
Text in Section 5.1.2.1 of the EIS has been modified to note the 
location of South High South. 
 
Comment 3-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

3-3 

3-4 



Commenter 3 – Linda Jensen; Commenter 4 - Joseph Spangler Responses 

3-4 



Commenter 4 – Joseph Spangler Responses 
 

Comment 4-1 
A discussion of historical properties in the Project Area appears in 
Section 5.3 of the EIS.  
 
Comment 4-2 
A discussion of noise emitted from high voltage transmission lines 
appears in Section 5.14.1.2 of the EIS. 
 
 4-1 

4-2 



Commenter 4 – Joseph Spangler; Commenter 5 – Jim Howitt Responses 
 

Comment 4-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 5-1 
A discussion of potential impacts from the construction of the Project 
along or within the Midtown Greenway appears in Sections 5.2, 5.3, 
5.4, 5.5, 5.7, 5.8, 5.10, and 5.16 of the EIS. 
 
 

4-3 

5-1 



Commenter 5 – Jim Howitt Responses 
 

Comment 5-2 
A discussion of potential impacts to bicyclists appears in Section 
5.16.2.1 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 5-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 5-4 
A discussion of the existing plantings within the Midtown Greenway 
appears in Section 5.10.2.1 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 5-5 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

5-2 

5-3 

5-4 

5-5 



Commenter 5 – Jim Howitt Responses 
 

Comment 5-6 
 A discussion of the potential impact from the Project on the aesthetic 
character of the Project Area appears in Section 5.8.2 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 5-7 
A discussion of the potential impacts from the Project on noise along 
each of the route alternatives appears in Section 5.14.2.1 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 5-8 
A discussion of the potential impacts from the Project on wildlife 
appears in Sections 5.11 and 5.12 of the EIS. 
 
 

5-6 

5-7 

5-8 



Commenter 5 – Jim Howitt;  
Commenter 6 – Mehmet Komar-Stenberg 

Responses 
 

Comment 5-9 
Text in Sections 5.2.1.3 and 5.2.2.2 has been supplemented to include 
information on the MnDOT Community Roadside Landscaping 
Program and tree plantings at the Hiawatha Substation locations.  
Potential impacts to the green space located at the Hiawatha West 
Substation site are discussed in appropriate sections of the EIS.    
 
Comment 5-10 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

5-9 

5-10 



Commenter 6 – Mehmet Komar-Stenberg Responses 
 

Comment 6-1 
The EIS was prepared in accordance with the Minnesota Power Plant 
Siting Act (Minnesota Statutes Chapter 216E), which satisfies 
environmental review under the Minnesota Environmental Rights Act 
and Minnesota Environmental Policy Act. 
 
Comment 6-2 
A discussion of EMF appears in Sections 5.6.1.2 and 5.6.2.2 of the 
EIS. Publications from the USEPA and World Health Organization, 
dated 2009, were relied upon for the discussion of EMF in the EIS. 
 
 
 
 

6-1 

6-2 



Commenter 6 – Mehmet Komar-Stenberg; 
Commenter 7 – Angelina Matias-Vasquez 

Responses 

6-2 



Commenter 7 – Angelina Matias-Vasquez Responses 
 

Comment 7-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 7-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

7-1 

7-2 



Commenter 7 – Angelina Matias-Vasquez; 
Commenter 8 – Scott Cramer 

Responses 
 
 

Comment 7-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 

 

7-3 



Commenter 8 – Scott Cramer Responses 
 

Comment 8-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 8-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

8-1 

8-2 



Commenter 8 – Scott Cramer Responses 



Commenter – 8 Scott Cramer; Commenter 9 – Eric Hart Responses 
 

Comment 8-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 8-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 9-1 
Text in Sections 1.5 and 7.2 has been modified and supplemented to 
include information on the feasibility of substation construction at the 
locations proposed by the ATF. 
 
 

8-3 

8-4 

9-1 



Commenter 9 – Eric Hart ; Commenter 10 – Josh Tolkan Responses 
 

Comment 10-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

10-1 



Commenter 10 – Josh Tolkan Responses 
 

Comment 10-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 10-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

10-1 

10-2 

10-3 



Commenter 10 – Josh Tolkan Responses 
 

Comment 10-4 
A discussion of the potential impact of the Project on commercial and 
residential development appears in Sections 5.2.2.1 and 5.4.2.2 of the 
EIS. 
 
 

10-3 

10-4 



Commenter 10 – Josh Tolkan;  
Commenter 11 – Hillary Oppmann 

Responses 
 

Comment 10-5 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

10-5 



Commenter 11 – Hillary Oppmann Responses 
 

Comment 11-1 
Text in Sections 5.2.1.3 and 5.2.2.2 has been supplemented to include 
information on the MnDOT Community Roadside Landscaping 
Program and tree plantings at the Hiawatha Substation locations.  
Potential impacts to the green space located at the Hiawatha West 
Substation site are discussed in appropriate sections of the EIS.    
 

11-1 



Commenter 11 – Hillary Oppmann Responses 
 

Comment 11-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 11-3 
A study on the design and cost of undergrounding the Hiawatha West 
Substation is included in Appendix D of the EIS. Potential impacts 
from an underground substation and the potential for an underground 
substation to mitigate impacts from an aboveground substation design 
is discussed in appropriate subsections of Section 5.0 of the EIS.     
 
 

11-2 

11-3 



Commenter 11 – Hillary Oppmann;  
Commenter 12 – Joshua Houdek 

 

Responses 
 

Comment 11-4 
The Applicant submitted an Application for a Route Permit to the 
Public Utilities Commission to construct two new distribution 
substations and two 115 kV transmission lines. The proposed Project 
does not include future expansion of the transmission lines or 
substations. OES does not consider the Project to represent a 
connected action with any current or future project because the 
proposed Project is a stand-alone project and is neither brought about 
by another project nor interdependent with another project. 
 
 

11-3 

11-4 



Commenter 12 – Joshua Houdek Responses 
 

Comment 12-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 12-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 12-3 
A discussion of the potential impacts of the Project on property values 
appears in Section 5.4.1.2 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 12-4 
Text in Sections 5.6.1.8, 5.6.2.8, and 5.6.3.8 has been modified and 
supplemented to include information on the potential effects and 
mitigation of graffiti. 
 
 

12-1 

12-2 

12-3 

12-4 



Commenter 12 – Joshua Houdek; 
Commenter 13 – Amy Blumenshine 

Responses 
 

Comment 12-5 
A discussion of the potential impacts of the Project on a streetcar 
corridor within the Midtown Greenway appears in Section 5.16.2.1.  
 
Comment 13-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

12-4 

12-5 

13-1 



Commenter 13 – Amy Blumenshine Responses 
 

Comment 13-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 13-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

13-1 

13-2 

13-3 



Commenter 13 – Amy Blumenshine; 
Commenter 14 – Aaron Keith 

Responses 
 

Comment 13-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

13-3 

13-4 



Commenter 14 – Aaron Keith Responses 
 

Comment 14-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 14-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

14-1 

14-2 



Commenter 14 – Aaron Keith Responses 
 

Comment 14-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

14-3 



Commenter 14 – Aaron Keith Responses 



Commenter 14 – Aaron Keith Responses 
 

Comment 14-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

14-4 



Commenter 14 – Aaron Keith Responses 
 

Comment 14-5 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

14-5 



Commenter 15 – Ralph Jacobson Responses 



Commenter 15 – Ralph Jacobson Responses 



Commenter 15 – Ralph Jacobson Responses 



Commenter 15 – Ralph Jacobson Responses 
 

Comment 15-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 15-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

15-1 

15-2 



Commenter 16 – Mark Ambroe Responses 
 

Comment 16-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 16-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 16-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

16-1 

16-2 

16-3 



Commenter 16 – Mark Ambroe Responses 
 

Comment 16-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 16-5 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

16-4 

16-5 



Commenter 16 – Mark Ambroe; Commenter 17 – Sarah Graham Responses 
 

Comment 16-6 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

16-6 



Commenter 17 – Sarah Graham Responses 
 

Comment 17-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 17-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 17-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

17-1 

17-2 

17-3 



Commenter 17 – Sarah Graham; 
Commenter 18 – Sue Ann Martinson 

Responses 
 

Comment 17-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

17-4 



Commenter 18 – Sue Ann Martinson Responses 
 

Comment 18-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

18-1 



Commenter 18 – Sue Ann Martinson Responses 
 

Comment 18-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 18-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

18-2 

18-3 



Commenter 18 – Sue Ann Martinson; 
Commenter 19 – Gerry Tyrrell 

Responses 



Commenter 19 – Gerry Tyrrell Responses 
 

Comment 19-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. A discussion of HUD financing appears in Section 
5.4.2.2 of the EIS. 
 
 

19-1 



Commenter 19 – Gerry Tyrrell; 
Commenter 20 - Liza Guerra O’Reilly 

Responses 
 

Comment 19-2 
A discussion of HUD financing appears in Section 5.4.2.2 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 19-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

19-2 

19-3 



Commenter 20 - Liza Guerra O’Reilly Responses 
 

Comment 20-1 
The statutes and rules governing the review of the Project’s Route Permit 
Application contain provisions for the establishment of an Advisory Task Force 
(ATF); these provisions can be found in Minn. Stat. 216E.08 and Minn. Rule 
7849.5270. For dockets undergoing review in accordance with the Power 
Plant Siting Act, the Commission has the authority to appoint a citizen advisory 
task force, determine its charge and size, and appoint its members. The ATF 
may be comprised of as many persons as may be designated by the 
Commission, but shall include at least one representative from each of the 
following: Regional Development Commissions, counties and municipal 
corporations, and one town board member from each county in which a site is 
proposed to be located.   
 
The structure of the ATF was designated by the Commission in the Advisory 
Task Force Proposed Structure and Charge, dated May 21, 2009. It was 
determined by the Commission that ATF members would be solicited from the 
following units of government, political subdivisions, and non-governmental 
organizations: Hennepin County; City of Minneapolis; Regional Railroad 
Authority; Midtown Greenway Coalition; Minneapolis Ward 9; Minneapolis 
Ward 8; Minneapolis Ward 6; Minneapolis Ward 2; Central Area Neighborhood 
Development Organization; Corcoran Neighborhood Organization; East 
Phillips Improvement Coalition; Elliot Park Neighborhood, Inc.; Longfellow 
Community Council; Seward Neighborhood Group; Powderhorn Park 
Neighborhood Association; and Phillips West Neighborhood Association. 
 
Each of the units of government, political subdivisions, and non-governmental 
organizations selected its own representative to serve on the ATF. 
 
Comment 20-2 
A discussion of the demographics of the Project Area appears in Section 5.5.1 
of the EIS. 
 
Comment 20-3 
Text in Section 5.4.1.1 was modified and supplemented with a table providing 
the estimated number of children between the ages of 0-6 and 6-12 (based on 
available census data) within 500 feet of the transmission lines for each route 
alternative.  
 
 

20-1 

20-2 

20-3 



Commenter 20 - Liza Guerra O’Reilly Responses 
 

Comment 20-4 
See response to Comment 20-3, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 20-5 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 20-6 
A discussion of EMF appears in Sections 5.6.1.2 and 5.6.2.2 of the 
EIS. 
 
 

20-4 

20-5 

20-6 



Commenter 20 - Liza Guerra O’Reilly Responses 
 

Comment 20-7 
The Applicant submitted an Application for a Route Permit to the 
Public Utilities Commission to construct two new distribution 
substations and two 115 kV transmission lines. The proposed Project 
does not include increased or new generation sources. As such, 
power generation and any potential impacts or alternatives to 
generation are considered outside the scope of the EIS.  
 
Comment 20-8 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

20-7 

20-8 



Commenter 20 - Liza Guerra O’Reilly; 
Commenter 21 – Peter McLaughlin 

Responses 
 

Comment 20-9 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 20-10 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

20-8 

20-9 

20-10 



Commenter 21 – Peter McLaughlin Responses 
 

Comment 21-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 21-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

21-1 

21-2 



Commenter 21 – Peter McLaughlin Responses 
 

Comment 21-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 21-4 
A discussion of the geographic footprint of the proposed substation 
locations appears in Section 1.5 of the EIS. Text in Section 1.2 has 
been supplemented to include information on the geographic area that 
would be served by the two new distribution substations under the 
proposed Project.   
   
Additional information on the Focused Study Area, which is the 
approximately 22-square mile area of south Minneapolis that would be 
served by the Project substations, can be located in Appendix D of the 
Application for a Route Permit, specifically the Summary of Need 
Analysis and “South Minneapolis Electric Distribution Delivery System 
Long-Term Study” prepared by Scott Zima of the Distribution Planning 
Department, Northern States Power Company, dated March 2009. 
 
 

21-2 

21-3 

21-4 



Commenter 21 – Peter McLaughlin Responses 

21-4 



Commenter 21 – Peter McLaughlin Responses 
 

Comment 21-5 
A discussion of HUD financing appears in Section 5.4.2.2 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 21-6 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 21-7 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 21-8 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

21-5 

21-6 

21-7 

21-8 



Commenter 21 – Peter McLaughlin Responses 
 

Comment 21-9 
Text in Sections 5.2.1.3 and 5.3.1.3 has been modified and 
supplemented to include information on the financing and history of 
the Midtown Greenway.  
 
 

21-8 

21-9 



Commenter 21 – Peter McLaughlin; Commenter 22 – Carol Pass Responses 
 

Comment 22-1 
A discussion of EMF appears in Sections 5.6.1.2 and 5.6.2.2 of the 
EIS. 

22-1 



Commenter 22 – Carol Pass Responses 
 

Comment 22-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

22-1 

22-2 



Commenter 22 – Carol Pass Responses 

22-2 



Commenter 22 – Carol Pass Responses 
 

Comment 22-3 
A discussion of EMF appears in Sections 5.6.1.2 and 5.6.2.2 of the 
EIS. 
 
Comment 22-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

22-3 

22-4 



Commenter 22 – Carol Pass Responses 



Commenter 22 – Carol Pass Responses 



Commenter 22 – Carol Pass Responses 
 

Comment 22-5 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

22-5 



Commenter 22 – Carol Pass; Commenter 23 – Vivian Klauber Responses 



Commenter 23 – Vivian Klauber Responses 
 

Comment 23-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

23-1 



Commenter 23 – Vivian Klauber; Commenter 24 – Tim Springer Responses 
 

Comment 23-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

23-2 



Commenter 24 – Tim Springer Responses 
 

Comment 24-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

24-1 



Commenter 24 – Tim Springer Responses 
 

Comment 24-2 
A discussion of EMF appears in Sections 5.6.1.2 and 5.6.2.2 of the 
EIS. 
 
Comment 24-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

24-2 

24-3 



Commenter 24 – Tim Springer Responses 
 

Comment 24-4 
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. 
 
 
 

24-3 

24-4 



Commenter 24 – Tim Springer; 
Commenter 25 – Michael Troutman 

Responses 
 

Comment 25-1 
A discussion of the potential impact of the Project on commercial and 
residential development appears in Sections 5.2.2.1 and 5.4.2.2 of the 
EIS. 
 
 
 

25-1 



Commenter 25 – Michael Troutman Responses 



Commenter 25 – Michael Troutman Responses 
 

Comment 25-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 25-3 
See response to Comment 24-4, which addresses the same concern. 
 
 

25-2 

25-3 



Commenter 26 – Amanda Dlouhy Responses 
 

Comment 26-1 
Text has been edited in Sections 5.2, 5.4, and 5.5 to note that the 
Midtown North and Midtown South Substation locations are within 
residential and commercial areas.   
 
 

26-1 



Commenter 26 – Amanda Dlouhy Responses 
 

Comment 26-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 26-3 
A discussion of EMF appears in Sections 5.6.1.2 and 5.6.2.2 of the 
EIS. A discussion of potential noise impacts from the substations 
appears in Sections 5.14.1.2 and 5.14.2.2.   
 
 
 
 
 

26-1 

26-2 

26-3 



Commenter 26 – Amanda Dlouhy; Commenter 27 – Aisha Gomez Responses 
 

Comment 26-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 26-5 
See response to Comment 20-7, which addresses the same concern. 
 
 

26-3 

26-4 

26-5 



Commenter 27 – Aisha Gomez Responses 
 

Comment 27-1 
Information was collected from the U.S. Census Bureau (USCB), the 
Minnesota Department of Administration (MDA), and the city of 
Minneapolis to determine the demographic characteristics of the 
population within 11 neighborhoods/communities in Minneapolis. 
Comparisons of the individual neighborhoods/communities were made to 
the state, county, and city of Minneapolis using two established standards 
– i.e., greater than 50 percent and greater than 20 percentage points. 
 
Table 5.5-30 provides a summary of the minority population, low-income 
population, and limited English proficiency for each route and substation 
alternative. For Routes A, B, and D, the minority population is 60.4 percent 
and the low-income population is 28.1 percent. For Route C, the minority 
population is 59.7 percent and the low-income population is 25.9 percent. 
For Route E2, the minority population is 51.2 percent and the low-income 
population is 25.5 percent. For the Midtown Substations, the minority 
population is 68.4 percent and the low income population is 32.8 percent; 
for the Hiawatha Substations, the minority population is 28.7 percent and 
the low-income population is 9.5 percent.      
 
As discussed in Section 5.5.2.3, direct effects are limited with regard to 
minority and low-income populations. Two businesses may be removed or 
relocated depending on the substation selected. No residents are 
anticipated to be relocated. These effects would be felt by all residents, 
customers, and employees within the area. However, this may impact 
minority and low-income populations to a greater extent, since the 
businesses are located in areas where these populations are more 
numerous than other areas of the city. 
 
In addition to these impacts, minority and low-income populations may 
experience indirect effects to a greater extent than other populations. 
These indirect effects include noise, visual intrusions, a decrease in 
property values, construction disturbances, and possibly limited or 
restricted access to certain areas in which construction will occur. 
 
No adverse health and safety impacts are anticipated for the local 
population, regardless of minority and low-income status.     
 
 
 
 

27-1 



Commenter 27 – Aisha Gomez Responses 
 

Comment 27-2 
A discussion of existing health issues in the Project Area, including 
arsenic and other soil contaminants, asbestos, and lead, appears in 
Section 5.6.1.1 of the EIS.  Although these contaminants are present 
in the Project Area, the Project related impacts to health and safety 
are expected to be minimal. 
 
 

27-1 

27-2 



Commenter 27 – Aisha Gomez Responses 
 

Comment 27-3 
Potential indirect impacts of the Project on access to health insurance 
were not identified as potential impacts to health and safety that 
require review in the EIS in the Scoping Decision, signed by the 
Director of the OES on September 3, 2009. Potential indirect impacts 
to health insurance are considered outside the scope of the EIS. 
 
 
 
 
 

27-2 

27-3 



Commenter 27 – Aisha Gomez Responses 
 

Comment 27-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

27-4 



Commenter 27 – Aisha Gomez Responses 
 

Comment 27-5 
Minnesota Statute Section 216B.243, subd. 2 states that no large 
energy facility shall be sited or constructed in Minnesota without the 
issuance of a Certificate of Need by the Commission. A large energy 
facility is defined to include transmission lines between 100 kV and 
200 kV if they are more than 10 miles long. The 115 kV transmissions 
line proposed for the Project are less than 10 miles in length. 
Therefore, a Certificate of Need is not required for the proposed 
Project. This was stipulated in the Scoping Decision, signed by the 
Director of the OES on September 3, 2009. 
 
Comment 27-6 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

27-4 

27-5 

27-6 



Commenter 27 – Aisha Gomez Responses 

27-6 



Commenter 28 – Karen Clark Responses 
 

Comment 28-1 
Minnesota House bill 3293 (Senate version 3393) amended Minnesota 
Statutes 2006, section 116.07, subdivision 4a to require the Minnesota 
Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) to analyze cumulative pollution 
effects prior to issuing a permit to a facility located within a geographic 
area meeting certain conditions. Portions of the Project Area meet the 
conditions subject to the cumulative pollution effects analysis. 
However, the EIS was prepared in accordance with the Power Plant 
Siting Act as part of the route permitting process. Route permits for 
HVTLs are issued by the Public Utilities Commission, which is not 
subject to Minnesota Statutes Section 116.07. The statute speaks to 
permits issued by the MPCA, specifically air emission permits. 
Potential MPCA permits required for the construction and operation of 
the Project are limited to those listed in Section 8.0 of the EIS and do 
not have an air emission component.  
 
 
 

28-1 



Commenter 28 – Karen Clark Responses 
 

Comment 28-2 
See response to Comment 24-4, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 28-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 
 
 

28-1 

28-2 

28-3 



Commenter 28 – Karen Clark 
 

Responses 



 

 



Commenter 29 – Sybil Axner Responses 
 
 

Comment 29-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

29-1 

 



Commenter 30 – Samuel Axner-Engel Responses 
 
 

Comment 30-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 30-2 
A discussion of the Project Area, including the start and terminus 
points of the transmission line route alternatives, appears in Sections 
1.3 and 1.4 of the EIS.  

30-1 

30-2 

 



Commenter 31 – Wayne Bailey Responses 
 
 

Comment 31-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

31-1 

 



Commenter 32 – Pamela Barnard Responses 
 
 

Comment 32-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

32-1 



Commenter 32 – Pamela Barnard Responses 
 
 

Comment 32-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 32-3 
See response to Comment 24-4, which addresses the same concern. 

32-1 

32-2 

32-3 

 



Commenter 33 – Bonnie Beckel Responses 
 
 

Comment 33-1 
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. 
 

33-1 

 



Commenter 34 – Johannah Boemster 
 

Responses 
 
 

Comment 34-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 

34-1 

 



Commenter 35 – KC Bretzke Responses 
 
 

Comment 35-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 

35-1 

 



Commenter 36 – Don Browne Responses 
 
 

Comment 36-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 

36-1 

 



Commenter 37 – Lorraine Bryant Responses 
 
 

Comment 37-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

37-1 



Commenter 37 – Lorraine Bryant Responses 
 
 

Comment 37-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 

37-2 

 



Commenter 38 – Mary Burns Responses 
 
 

Comment 38-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 

38-1 

 



Commenter 39 – Mandala Catlette Responses 
 
 

Comment 39-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 

39-1 

 



Commenter 40 – Winston Cavert Responses 
 
 

Comment 40-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 

40-1 

 



Commenter 41 – City of Minneapolis  
Community Planning and Economic Development and Department of Public Works 

Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 41 – City of Minneapolis  
Community Planning and Economic Development and Department of Public Works 

Responses 
 
 

Comment 41-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the record for 
this EIS. 
 
Comment 41-2 
Simulated views are included in Figures 5.8-3 through 5.8-21.  The views from 
angles and distances represented are to scale. 
 
Comment 41-3 
The EIS notes that while the Project is not incompatible with land use 
designations, the development of the Project may have indirect effects on land 
use due to perceptions of the Project as a visual intrusion or a health and 
safety concern. Text in Section 5.4 has been modified to include potential 
impacts to future land development.  
 
Comment 41-4 
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 41-5 
A discussion of the potential visual impacts of the substations appears in 
Section 5.8.2.2 of the EIS. Text throughout the EIS has been modified to note 
the Applicant’s proposed design change for the substation walls, which no 
longer includes chain link fencing. 
 
Comment 41-6 
A discussion of the design of overhead transmission pole foundations appears 
in Section 4.1.1 of the EIS. All structures would be designed to meet NESC 
and NERC standards. 
 
Comment 41-7 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the record for 
this EIS. 
 
 
 

41-1 

41-2 

41-3 

41-4 

41-5 

41-6 

41-7 



Commenter 41 – City of Minneapolis  
Community Planning and Economic Development and Department of Public Works 

Responses 
 
 

Comment 41-8 
Information on the estimated number of dwelling units near the 
transmission line alignments appears in Table 5.4-5 of the EIS. 
Information on the total population within the vicinity of the 
transmission line alignments appears in Table 5.4-2. 
 
Comment 41-9 
Text in Sections 5.2, 5.4.1, and 5.5.1.1 has been edited to correctly 
identify the Phillips community as four neighborhoods.   
 
Comment 41-10 
Text has been added to Table 5.2-3 to indicate that the land use 
classifications were derived from Metropolitan Council data (2007). A 
note for the table indicates that “agricultural” is not a category used by 
the City of Minneapolis. A definition of “undeveloped,” as provided by 
the Metropolitan Council, has been added to the table. 
 
Comment 41-11 
Text in Section 5.2.1.3 has been supplemented to include information 
on the City’s investment in redevelopment. 
 
 

41-7 

41-8 

41-9 

41-10 

41-11 



Commenter 41 – City of Minneapolis  
Community Planning and Economic Development and Department of Public Works 

Responses 
 
 

Comment 41-12 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 41-13 
Text in Section 5.2.1.3 under the Midtown Greenway Rezoning Study 
subsection has been supplemented to incorporate the suggested text. 
 
Comment 41-14 
Text in Section 5.2.1.3 under the Other Small Area Plans subsection 
has been supplemented to include information on the Franklin Cedar 
Riverside Transit Oriented Development Master Plan. 
 
Comment 41-15 
Text in Section 5.2.1.3 has been edited to note the correct street 
name.  
 
Comment 41-16 
Text has been edited in Section 5.2.1.3 to correct the noted 
grammatical error.  
 
Comment 41-17 
Text in Section 5.2.2.1 has been supplemented to include additional 
information about the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development’s empowerment zones. 
 
Comment 41-18 
Text in Section 5.2.2.2 has been modified to reflect that a loss of land 
use at the Hiawatha East Substation location would be incompatible 
with existing comprehensive plans. 
 
 
 

41-11 

41-12 

41-13 

41-14 

41-15 

41-16 

41-17 

41-18 



Commenter 41 – City of Minneapolis  
Community Planning and Economic Development and Department of Public Works 

Responses 
 
 

Comment 41-19 
The sentence regarding consistency of the design of the Midtown Substation 
with existing land use plans has been removed from Section 5.2.3 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 41-20 
The HVTL route permit issued by the Public Utilities Commission could include 
detailed permit conditions and mitigation, including special conditions for the 
design and landscape of the substations and governmental units or other 
organizations to be included in the design. Permit conditions would be 
determine through review of the EIS, public comments on the DEIS, and 
testimony from the contested case hearing.   
 
Comment 41-21 
See response to Comment 41-20, which addresses the same concern. 
 
Comment 41-22 
Text in Section 5.3 has been supplemented to include information on the 
duties of the HPC and their role in local preservation activities. Text in Section 
5.3.1.4 has been supplemented to include information on the eligibility of the 
CM&StP Railroad Grade Separation Historic District under local designation. 
Additionally, text in Section 5.3 has been supplemented to include information 
on local designation criteria. A search for and description of NRHP listed, 
NRHP eligible, and 800 list properties was conducted for Routes A, B, C, D, 
and E2, and is presented in Table 5.3-1 of the EIS. This information was used 
to identify potential impacts and compare route alternatives in the EIS. The 
2001 study was used to supplement this information, as it was readily 
available. A pedestrian level study and evaluation of properties under local 
designation criteria could be required by the PUC as a permit condition and 
considered during structure placement. A field study for Route A was 
conducted in March 2010. Information from this study was included throughout 
Section 5.3, as appropriate.        
 
Comment 41-23 
Text in Section 5.3.2.1 has been supplemented with information from a 2010 
Cultural Study conducted in the Project Area. 
 

41-19 

41-20 

41-21 

41-22 

41-23 



Commenter 41 – City of Minneapolis  
Community Planning and Economic Development and Department of Public Works 

Responses 
 
 

Comment 41-24 
Text in Section 5.3.1.3 has been supplemented to include information 
on Policies 8.1 and 8.5 from the City of Minneapolis comprehensive 
plan. Text in Section 5.3.1.4 was supplemented to include the 
provided text from the comprehensive plan regarding the CM&StP 
Grade Separation.   
 
Comment 41-25 
Text in Section 5.3.1.4 has been supplement to include the information 
on the CM&StP Grade provided in the comment.   
 
 

41-24 

41-25 



Commenter 41 – City of Minneapolis  
Community Planning and Economic Development and Department of Public Works 

Responses 
 
 

Comment 41-26 
Text in Section 5.3.2.1 has been modified to include information on the 
CM&StP Grade provided in the comment.    41-25 

41-26 



Commenter 41 – City of Minneapolis  
Community Planning and Economic Development and Department of Public Works 

Responses 
 
 

Comment 41-27 
Text in Section 5.3.2.2 has been modified to note that there may be 
historic properties within the area of the Hiawatha West Substation.   
 
Comment 41-28 
The proposed Mt-28N substation location is not currently listed on the 
NRHP or the 800 list, which are used to identify historic properties. 
Text in Section 5.3.2.2 has been modified to note the potential 
presence of historic sites that have not yet been evaluated. Text 
throughout the EIS has been modified and supplemented to include 
the information on the Mt-28N Substation site provided by Wells 
Fargo. 
 
Comment 41-29 
Text in Section 5.4.1.1 has been supplemented to include information 
provided within the comment on the number of building permits and 
investments near the Midtown Greenway. The most complete data set 
available for the Project Area is from 2000. This data was used in the 
EIS to ensure consistency in the level of analysis for socioeconomics.  
Where more recent information was available, the text was 
supplemented to discuss the data. 
 
Comment 41-30 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 41-31 
Text in Section 5.4.1.1 has been supplemented to include information 
on the housing units noted in the comment.    
 
 

41-26 

41-27 

41-28 

41-29 

41-30 

41-31 



Commenter 41 – City of Minneapolis  
Community Planning and Economic Development and Department of Public Works 

Responses 
 
 

Comment 41-32 
Text in Section 5.4.2.2 has been modified to incorporate findings presented in 
Section 5.2. 
 
Comment 41-33 
A discussion of the indirect impacts on property values 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.   
 
Comment 41-34 
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.  
 
Comment 41-35 
Text in Section 5.5.2.1 has been modified to note the correct location of the 
Longfellow neighborhood. 
 
Comment 41-36 
Text in Sections 5.6.1.8, 5.6.2.8, and 5.6.3.8 has been modified and 
supplemented to include information on the potential effect and mitigation of 
terrorism on utility infrastructure. 
 
Comment 41-37 
A discussion of the number of dwellings and the total population located within 
500 feet of the feasible alternative of each route alternative appear in Table 
5.4-5 and Table 5.4-2 of the EIS, respectively. Text in Section 5.4.1.1 has 
been modified and supplemented with information regarding the distance of 
dwellings to the transmission line conductor.  
 
 

41-31 

41-32 

41-33 

41-34 

41-35 

41-36 

41-37 



Commenter 41 – City of Minneapolis  
Community Planning and Economic Development and Department of Public Works 

Responses 
 
 

Comment 41-38 
A discussion of the ability of a transmission line to withstand severe 
weather appears in Sections 5.6.2.9 and 5.6.3.9 of the EIS. 
Transmission line pole structures would be deigned to NESC, NERC, 
and internal Xcel design standards. 
 
Comment 41-39 
The Applicant’s preferred alignment for Route D would be beneath 
sidewalks and boulevards along E 28th Street. However, the alignment 
for Route D could potentially be located anywhere within the route 
width, including beneath the center of E 28th Street.   
 
Comment 41-40 
Text has been edited in Section 5.8.2.2 to correct the noted error. 
 
Comment 41-41 
Text has been edited in Section 5.15.1.2 to correct the noted error. 
Text in Sections 5.15.1.2 and 5.15.2.1 have been modified to include 
information on the Minneapolis Wireless Network. Potential impacts to 
wireless internet infrastructure are consistent with those described for 
communication networks and omnidirectional signals in Section 
5.15.2.1.  
 
Comment 41-42 
Relocation of private utilities may be required for any of the substation 
or route alternatives. The presence of private utilities would be 
confirmed after a route and substation locations are selected. 
Relocation costs would depend on the infrastructure present. 
 
Comment 41-43 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

41-37 

41-38 

41-39 

41-40 

41-41 

41-42 

41-43 



Commenter 41 – City of Minneapolis  
Community Planning and Economic Development and Department of Public Works 

Responses 
 
 

Comment 41-44 
Text in Table 6-1 and Section 6.1.1 has been supplemented to included 
information on impacts to planned and future development. 
Comment 41-45 through 41-46 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the record for 
this EIS. 
Comment 41-47 
Noise levels capable of being heard by humans are measured in A-weighted 
decibels (dBA). A discussion of common background noise levels appears in 
Table 5.14-1. The background noise levels in the residential areas in the 
vicinity of the transmission lines are estimated to be 45-55 dBA; background 
noise levels along busier streets and highways are estimated to be 55-75 dBA. 
Comment 41-48 
See Comment 24-4, which addresses the same concern. 
Comment 41-49 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the record for 
this EIS. Text in Section 5.10.2.1 has been modified to note that additional 
trees may be located in the Project Area. Section 5.10.2.1 provides an 
estimate of the total number of trees that could be affected by the Project route 
alignments, not a count or analysis of all trees within the Project Area. The 
Applicant has stated a commitment to work with affected landowners to 
replace removed trees with other, more suitable trees and shrubs, regardless 
of what route is selected. 
Comment 41-50 
The substation design would be similar if the transmission lines are designed 
as overhead or underground lines. An underground transmission line could be 
connected directly into the proposed substation while the lines are 
underground, such that any aboveground transition would occur within the 
walls of the substation. 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. Text in Section 5.14.2.2 
has been supplemented to include information on noise levels near 
substations.  
 
 

41-43 

41-44 

41-45 

41-46 

41-47 

41-48 

41-49 

41-50 



Commenter 41 – City of Minneapolis  
Community Planning and Economic Development and Department of Public Works 

Responses 
 
 

Comment 41-51 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

41-51 

 



Commenter 42 – Climate Crisis Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 42-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 42-2 
See response to Comment 20-7, which addresses the same concern. 
 
 

42-1 

42-2 



Commenter 42 – Climate Crisis Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 42-3 
A discussion of EMF appears in Sections 5.6.1.2 and 5.6.2.2 of the 
EIS. 
 
 

42-3 



Commenter 42 – Climate Crisis Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 42-4 
Wood poles have not been proposed by the Applicant in any location 
for transmission facilities. A discussion of the engineering design of 
the transmission line structures appears in Section 3.1.1 of the EIS. 
 
 

42-4 



Commenter 42 – Climate Crisis Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 42-5 
A discussion of environmental justice appears in Section 5.5 of the 
EIS. 
 
 

42-5 

 



Commenter 43 – Janet Court Responses 
 
 

Comment 43-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 

43-1 

 



Commenter 44 – Niki Danou Responses 
 
 

Comment 44-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 44-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 44-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 44-4 
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 44-5 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

44-1 

44-2 

44-3 

44-4 

44-5 



Commenter 44 – Niki Danou Responses 
 
 

Comment 44-6 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 44-7 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 44-8 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 
 

44-5 

44-6 

44-7 

44-8 

 



Commenter 45 – MnDNR Responses 
 
 

Comment 45-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 45-2 
Text in Section 5.10.1 has been modified to clarify that the discussion 
only applies to an area within a one-mile radius of the Project.      
 
Comment 45-3 
Figure 5.12-1 has been removed from the EIS. Text in Table 5.12-1 
and Section 5.12.1 has been edited to remove specific location 
information. 
 45-1 

45-2 

45-3 

 



Commenter 46 – Peter Doughty Responses 
 
 

Comment 46-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 

46-1 

 



Commenter 47 – East Phillips Improvement Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 47-1 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

47-1 



Commenter 47 – East Phillips Improvement Coalition Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 47 – East Phillips Improvement Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 47-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 47-3 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 47-4 
A discussion of the potential impacts of the Project on property values 
appears in Section 5.4.2.2 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 47-5 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. A discussion of FHA mortgages appears in Section 
5.4.2.2 of the EIS. 
 
 
 

47-2 

47-3 

47-4 

47-5 



Commenter 47 – East Phillips Improvement Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 47-6 
A discussion of the potential impacts of the Project on property values 
appears in Section 5.4.2.2 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 47-7 
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 Orders 
12898 or 12250.  
 
Comment 47-8 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
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Commenter 48 – East Phillips Improvement Coalition Responses 
 
 

 



Commenter 48 – East Phillips Improvement Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 48-1 
A discussion of EMF appears in Sections 5.6.1.2 and 5.6.2.2 of the 
EIS. Publications from national and international health organizations 
were relied upon for the discussion of EMF in the EIS. 
 
Comment 48-2 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 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. 
 
 

48-1 

48-2 



Commenter 48 – East Phillips Improvement Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 48-3 
The quote provided in the comment regarding the scientific evidence 
of EMF health studies not sufficient to “warrant aggressive regulatory 
concern” is not a conclusion of the EIS, but a direct quote from the 
National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences. A discussion of 
EMF and its relationship to adverse health effects appears in Sections 
5.6.1.2 and 5.6.2.2 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 48-4 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. A discussion of EMF and its relationship to adverse 
health effects appears in Sections 5.6.1.2 and 5.6.2.2 of the EIS. 
 
Comment 48-5 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
Comment 48-6 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
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Commenter 48 – East Phillips Improvement Coalition Responses 
 
 

Comment 48-7 
Thank you for your comment. It has been noted and included in the 
record for this EIS. 
 
 
 

48-7 
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