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Birkholz, David (COMM)

From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2010 4:11 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Fredericksen Mon Oct 18 16:11:13 2010 ET2, E002/TL-09-1056
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Birkholz, David (COMM)

From: Aric and Nicky [hanselwelch@brainerd.net]
Sent: Friday, October 15, 2010 11:57 AM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Cc: Blaine Hansel; Chuck & Karen
Subject: TL-09-1056

Dear Mr. Birkholz, 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft EIS for the CapX2020 line from Fargo to St. Cloud.  My family 
owns property along the perferred route alternative and I have broader interests in impacts to the natural resources of this 
great area where I grew up.  I appreciate that the document was split into segments allowing for easier review. 
  
I again question why a different alternative was not considered past between Alexandria and Fergus Falls.  There are 
other possibilities that both exisiting corridors are much more direct with less corners and jogs than the alternative route 
submitted by CapX.  I had suggested this in my comments on the scope of the EIS and will continue to do so. 
  
There is also an error on page 5-41 on the description of the location of the Hansel Lake Rest Area.  The rest area is 
located 0.4 miles southeast of the intersection of Ottertail Co. Hwy 35 and I94 (or exit at mile marker 67), not 0.4 miles 
from the US Hwy 59 intersection with I94. 
  
Finally, this area from Alexandria to Fargo is an extremely important area in the central flyway for migatory waterfowl and 
the information provided in the draft document regarding migratory bird impacts of the tranmission line is rather cursory.  
I would suggest including impacts of electromagnetic fields on biology and physiology of birds.  There is a lot of scientific 
literature in the area of impacts of bird strikes on transmssion lines and I think it would be beneficial for those considering 
the impacts to have specific scientific citations suppporting the assertions in the document.  The claim in the document is 
that the impact would be minimal, but there is not much evidence presented to support that claim (ie no citations or 
population modeling done to show if x percent of the local populations is displace or killed by the line, what would the 
population impacts be?).  These claims maybe true, but more evidence needs to be presented to support them.  Those 
with a scienctific background reviewing the document will want additional supporting data and it should be up to the 
preparer of the document to produce that information. 
  
Thank you again for the opportunity to comment and for considering these comments. Please confirm receipt of this email.
  
Sincerely, 
Nicole Hansel-Welch 
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Birkholz, David (COMM)

From: Kathleen Heim [lkheim@aol.com]
Sent: Sunday, October 17, 2010 5:35 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: TL-09-1056

Dear David Birkholz, 
  
As you requested, I'm contacting you relating to CapX2020 in regards to The Kathleen A. Heim Trust property I own which 
is located on 33629 County Road 4, Sartell, Minnesota, 56377 in Stearns County. 
  
This relates to a recorded beautiful Minnesota Century Farm owned and operated since 1873 by the Heim family for 138 
years.  I've lived on the Heim family farm for over 50 years and hopefully will continue to live here on this well preserved 
historical Century Farm. 
  
My major crops are corn, soybeans, wheat, alfalfa and meadow hay.  We must keep this in production for now and the 
future.  We have a lot of wildlife including many deer, wild turkeys, pheasants and numerous birds along with beautifully 
wooded areas that pave the way to the river.  Our Century Farm is a treasure.  I'm very proud of the Century Farm status.  
My husband was the fourth generation resident to live and work on the 320 acres of farmland located on County Road 4 
and County Road 133  in Stearns county. 
  
Now the human impact of living and working near the huge power lines would be a problem and hazard on this property.  
Property values will drop for both farming and non-farming use of the land with power lines on them.  This will have an 
enormous financial impact on my family for many years because of paying taxes and not being able to fully use the land. 
  
Please consider an alternate route for the power line since going through this Century farm is far from a direct path to the 
substation and it creates such an impact on the property for many years. 
  
Thanks, 
  
Kathleen A. Heim 
The Kathleen A. Heim Trust 
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Birkholz, David (COMM)

From: Ken Heim [heim_ken@msn.com]
Sent: Tuesday, October 12, 2010 8:48 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Cc: skaufman@san.rr.com; shariheim@yahoo.com; lkheim@aol.com; Kevsuealex@aol.com
Subject: CapX2020 near St. Cloud

David,�
 
I’m contacting you related to CapX2020 for 33629 County Road 4, Sartell, MN  55377 for property owned by 
The Kathleen A. Heim Trust. 
 
This relates to a recorded Century Farm owned since 1873 by the Heim family. 
 
I’m trying to catch up on plans which I only learned of recently which could drastically impact this property.  I 
look forward to attending the next meeting as I understand I just missed something in September near St. 
Joseph. 
 
I have some questions about how this will impact the property: 

�          Livestock, poultry, wildlife impact for initial and also showing future expansion to full scale? 
�          Human impact living, working and enjoying the property under the power lines? 
�          Tax value of property after power lines are run through it showing loss to use over 20-100 years?   
�          Will the power lines ever go through middle of property or will it always be on edge between land 

owners? 
�          Property values both for farming and non-farming use of land with power line over it to understand 

how much financially this could impact us considering this could be in family for many-many years. 
�          Does Century Farm status matter to people choosing path? 
�          Understanding of who is going to determine the value of the land taken from the owner by 

easement?    This is not something we desire for something we have cherished and watched over for 
so many years. 

�          Who is going to pay taxes on land taken by easement over long-term limited use especially in area 
developing and having increase taxes? 

�          Understanding of what property will no longer be usable with power lines, like buildings, no roads 
under, irrigation? 

�          Projection for cost to land for having easement assuming 25, 50, 100+ years ownership in for 
something being handed down generation after generation 

�          What can’t the power line cross over? 
 
I’ve included my other family members because we all have questions and there seems to be so little answers in 
the material about the impact to the property.  I read the Agricultural statement and it really didn’t point out 
anything more than how to get weeds addressed or damage to property from the construction.  This is not really 
what I was expecting to learn nor was it my first or last concern.   I was more concerned about the above 
questions which I can’t seem to find answers for.  I look forward to your help understanding this better. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Ken Heim 

362-366
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   October 11th, 2010 

 
 

 
Mr. David Birkholz 
Energy Facility Permitting 
Minnesota Department of Commerce 
85 7th Place East, Suite 500 
St Paul, MN 55101 
 
 

Re: CAPX2020 Fargo to St. Cloud Transmission Route; DEIS Analysis and 
Comments 

 
Docket #: E002/TL-09-1056 

  
 

 We purchased our 35 acre property on September 18th , 2009. We have many 
plans for the 35 acres. We have two young children. This was one of the reasons we 
moved to the country. We wanted to have our children grow up with lots of area to play 
and to learn how to live and work on a farm. We also have plans of starting a organic 
grass feed beef, Chicken and produce farm. I also have plans of starting a daycare in the 
future. This will allow me to stay home with my children.  After living here for a few 
weeks we heard from one of the neighbors about a power line that may be going along 
the back of our property.  If these power lines run through our property we will not be 
able to utilize our plans of organic farming or a daycare. We cannot even put in a 
irrigation system to water the crops.  Our land would not be of use for what we purchased 
it for. We also would not be able to sell for what we purchased it for because of the lower 
property values that come with power lines on your property. Please take these points into 
consideration in the final DEIS. 

-The DEIS has failed to reference proliferation data.  In Preferred Route and Route A- the 
proliferation is excessive and causes much harm to our way of  life and environment. 
This needs to be included in your final EIS. 

-Under grounding was given a top priority by the Advisory Task Force and many people 
are concerned that Excel is not serious with under grounding and their cost estimates may 
be exaggerated.  At the St. Joe meeting that I attended an individual ask that your office 
the Office of Economic Security to conduct a special Advisory Task Force .  You agreed 
with the individual and gave verbal feedback like this is an excellent idea by shaking 
 your head in agreement.  Several in attendance applauded when he sat down. What 
happened!  Whose side are you on?  I was told that the OES is to watch out for the 
interest of MN citizens.  Please give me detailed documentation why an item as important 
as under grounding was not given consideration for a special Advisory Task Force. 

367-379
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-With two small children I have a right to expect that your values of amperage stated is 
accurate. Higher amperage means my children may be exposed to higher EMF's. Please 
give me an explanation to why your amperage could be several times higher than what 
you stated. I have no experience in power line transmissions so please explain in laymen 
terms why it is OK to have values stated that could be as high as 1200 to 1500 MVA 
when we were originally told somewhere around 264 in the DEIS. 

-Route D (I-94) with under grounding would be the route that would cause the least 
amount of harm. This is the route that I favor. 

Below are many of my concerns and research that I have found on these issues. Please 
consider all that I have written and alternative routes. The Purpose of my comments is to 
identify potential alternatives to and impacts of the proposed project that should be fully 
addressed in the Environmental Report being prepared by the Department of Commerce. 
So please consider all that is mentioned below. 

1)  Aesthetic and Visual Pollution – The towers supporting CAPX2020 transmission 
line are 175-foot, galvanized, single pole structures. The galvanized, single poles of 
the tangent structures range 3-4 feet diameter, with corner structures ranging 4-5 feet 
in diameter. The right-of-way, which measures 150 feet in width, is frequently cleared 
of all vegetation except grass or other low-growing plants.  Depending upon 
topography, forests, and other factors a transmission line may be visible from a 
distance of three miles or more.  In fact, those who study the effect of new 
transmission lines on views commonly begin their analysis three miles out. Such a 
scene detracts from the scenery of an otherwise natural view in a rural, undisturbed 
environment.   

2)  Adverse Effects on Home and Property Value – Several studies indicate a 
negative impact from HVTL’s on Property Values. The changes can reflect a range 
between a 6.3 - 53.8% reduction in the value of property’s adjacent to an HVTL. 
In an article published in the Journal of Real Estate Research, appraisers indicated 
residential property values can be affected to varying degrees by transmission 
lines and that market values of these properties is, on average, 10.01% lower than 
the market values for comparable properties not subject to the influence of 
HVTL’s, 

3)  Health and Human Effects (Electromagnetic Fields) - There is a growing 
consensus that the electromagnetic field (EMF) emitted by transmission lines pose 
a genuine health threat.  In 2006 the State of Maryland concluded: "Studies have 
consistently shown increased risk for childhood leukemia associated with ELF 
magnetic fields..."  A 2005 study conducted in England and Wales showed that 
one out of every hundred or so cases of childhood leukemia occurring within 
2,000 feet of a high-voltage. 

Dr. David Carpenter, Director, Institute for Health and the Environment at the 
University of Albany, New York, an expert in the areas of EMF’s, in a testimony 
to the State of Minnesota, Public Utilities Commission, indicated a 
STATISTICALLY SIGNIFICANT association between EMF/ELF and Childhood 
Leukemia. In adults, Dr. Carpenter references evidence for a relation between 
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EMF exposure and adult cancer and neurodegenerative diseases is “sufficiently 
strong”. 

1) Adverse Effects on Agricultural Operations and Livestock -  Due to the rural 
nature of the proposed Preferred and Alternate A “North” Routes, agricultural operations 
will undoubtedly be significantly affected. Primary agricultural production crops include 
corn, soybeans, oats, wheat, sugar beets, and alfalfa/hay. Primary livestock found within 
the Preferred and Alternate A “North” Routes include dairy cattle, beef cattle, sheep, 
swine and poultry. The permanent impacts associated include pole placement, while 
temporary impacts during construction may include soil compaction, disruption of 
agricultural practices (e.g., center pivot irrigation) and crop damages within the right-of- 
way at proposed structure location, locations of permanent access, and other work areas. 
While farmers will be compensated for their loss of productive agricultural land, the loss 
of productive land, in and of itself, can have lasting effects on a farm’s overall production 
in future years. There are also “nuisance effects”, such as the induced charges in electric 
fence lines and vehicles building electric charges directly under HVTL’s. In addition, 
CAPX2020 does not recommend refueling of vehicles directly under HVTL’s. 

 
         There is also growing evidence to suggest the negative effects of HVTL’s and 

EMF’s on milk production and animal behavior. In 2004, the 12th International 
Conference on Production Diseases in Farm Animals, Michigan State University 
cited several examples of decreases in milk production of up to 50%. Dairy 
farmers have experienced the problem of cows dancing, stepping, tail-switching, 
and kicking off milkers, resulting in incomplete milking, declining milk 
production, and impaired health performance. There also is no opportunity for a 
organic farm to exist in the line of the project. 

 
 

ALTERNATIVES 
 

 
The Interstate I 94 corridor as an Alternative Route 
 
• Primary Route Alternative: The inclusion of Interstate 94 in the Environmental 
Impact Study, from Freeport to St. Cloud as an alternative route, with slight route detours 
or modifications, including short-distance under-grounding, to accommodate high-
population density or problematic areas. 
 
Locating an Alternative Route in the least “harmful” location of Stearns County 
 
• Secondary Route Alternative: The inclusion in the Environmental Impact Study of 
an alternative route which more closely parallels the Interstate 94 corridor than the 
current Preferred and Alternate A “North” Routes. This route should be of shorter 
distance as it diverts from I-94 and utilize existing rights of way, such as roads and 
existing transmission corridors, to the fullest extent possible to comply with Minnesota’s 
Policy on Non-Proliferation. 
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Under-Grounding 
The use of under-grounding or ‘burying” of HVTL’s, especially in geographic areas with 
sensitive environments and ecologies or scenic viewpoints has been utilized in other 
projects. A HVTL project in Chisago County utilized HVTL under-grounding to avoid the 
sensitive and scenic areas of the St. Croix River. Under the State of Connecticut Law, 
new construction of HVTL’s in urban areas must utilize under-grounding to minimize 
affects on human settlements and reduce EMF exposure in buffer zones near residential 
areas, schools and playgrounds. Technologies, such as under-ground “Super-conductors”, 
provide for high-efficiency, high-voltage electrical transmission, 0% EMF exposure and 
minimize required rights-of-way (25 feet vs.150 feet). Additionally, under-grounding 
offers minimal impact on area aesthetics and avoids the contentious battles between 
citizens, townships and cities pertaining to HVTL placements. The utilization of under-
grounding should be considered, at least for short-distances in problematic areas, as part 
of the Melrose to South St. Cloud portion of the CAPX2020 Fargo to St. Cloud HVTL 
project. 
 
 

  
 

 

Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 

 

Sincerely, 

  

Robin and David Heinen 

39941 County Road #5 

St Joseph, MN 56374 

320 363-4655 
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Birkholz, David (COMM)

From: Tom Herdering [beaverdam@albanytel.com]
Sent: Friday, October 15, 2010 1:50 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: TL-09-1056

David, 
        Tom and I didn't attend the last meeting, but are still concerned about the Transmission lines going down County 
Road 17.  With CapX being still in process we have heard we should voice our opinions before Oct. 18th. 
        We would appreciate any alternative considerations other than County Road 17 as the main route for the lines.  We 
currently farm almost half of our crops along County Road 17 which would effect our business tremendously.   
        With this line being placed on crop land less feed would be able to be processed and we would end up buying more 
of our feed.  The cost of feed is always rising which we would have to pay for.  The farm equipment will constantly have to 
go around the poles making it less profitable by losing time and having more fuel costs.  As these lines are being placed in 
the ground a lot of the crop around it will be destroyed by compaction not just the pole itself which would take away more 
of our valuable crop land.  Some of these fields also have drain tile in which should not be disturbed.  We sometimes 
irrigate this land and spray the crops.  How will our irrigator get around these poles without rusting them with water?  We 
do not want to lose valuable crop land when there is a chance these lines could be placed on swamp land rather then 
workable fields. 
    The electro magnetic field effects animals and will again affect our profitability.  If these transmission lines are placed 
on private property we feel a payment to the land owner should be received each year to compensate for any 
inconveniences and loss of valuable crop land.  Also we feel that any disturbed land should be placed back the way it was 
before being tampered with.  If the land had crops in or could have been planted in at the time we feel we should be 
compensated for it at that time.   
        With all the added costs to our business with these lines going in, it will not be as profitable.  And as we all know, if a 
business is not profitable, they usually end up going out of business.  I really don't care to have that happen to our 
livelihood or family business. 
  
                                                                                    Tom and Sandra Herdering Family 
                                                                                                       and 
                                                                                           Alvin and Carol Herdering 
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Birkholz, David (COMM)

From: John Huls [johnhuls@charter.net]
Sent: Tuesday, October 12, 2010 8:05 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: CAPX NORTH ROUTE
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Birkholz, David (COMM)

From: Jacobson, Gregg A. [gregg.jacobson@wellsconcrete.com]
Sent: Thursday, October 07, 2010 9:02 AM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: TL-09-1056
Attachments: Capx 2020 proposed route wcp.pdf

October 7, 2010 
  
Mr. David Birkholz; 
  
I attended the Capx2020 public meeting in Albany MN on the evening of September 29, 2010. We 
have been in contact with the folks from the city of Albany and have met several times in the past with 
representatives from this project. This past July we had some folks attend our open house event 
along with a State Representative on this matter and gave them a personal tour of our facility and 
explained the concerns we had with the route E.  
  
Our intent for future expansion of this facility in Albany is to the South and have it plotted on our site 
plans issued to the state. Not only does this limit our expansion plans but would limit our present 
operations. I have included an aerial photo showing the proposed route E and the impact it would 
have on our operations. 
  
I also understand the need for power and this stimulates growth and benefits our industry. It is 
unfortunate that what ever alternative route is chosen there is going to be complaints and some un 
happy folks. If the power line is shifted to the South so it does not interfere with our existing 
operations we have no objections to power line going to the south of our property. 
  
  
Thank you for your time,   
  

Gregg Jacobson, P.E. 
Vice President of Operations 
WELLS CONCRETE 
Direct 507-553-8188 
Cell 507-380-6388 
Office 800-658-7049 
FAX 507-553-6089 
gregg.jacobson@wellsconcrete.com  
www.wellsconcrete.com 
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Birkholz, David (COMM)

From: A&K Custom Cabinets [akcustom4@albanytel.com]
Sent: Sunday, October 17, 2010 8:59 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Fargo-St. Cloud 345k Transmission Project
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Birkholz, David (COMM)

From: skaufman@san.rr.com
Sent: Sunday, October 17, 2010 11:48 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: PUC Docket No. E002, ET2/TL-09-1056 CapX2020 Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV HVTL
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Birkholz, David (COMM)

From: Kroll, Thomas [TKROLL@CSBSJU.EDU]
Sent: Thursday, October 07, 2010 4:41 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: CapX2020 and Saint John's 

9� ����
�
����	��	�����	���
��

������	��������'���(	�
������
��� 
���
��	��	�����:
���	�;�
�

/8 �<��������
�	��������
�������!�
�6�/�����	��'�����(	��=��0!!
���������������������	��	��#�6�$����
���	�
�����
'�
�����&	�������>�����	���?>���
�����������7>>8@�

��������
�
�	��
�
Thomas Kroll 
Land Manager and Arboretum Director 
Saint John's Abbey and University 
New Science Building 108 
Collegeville, MN  56321-3000 
  
320 363 3126 
�
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Birkholz, David (COMM)

From: Laurie Lee [lauriejeanlee@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, October 01, 2010 5:10 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: transmission line near Evansville, MN
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Birkholz, David (COMM)

From: jerry marschke [jerry0303@embarqmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, October 10, 2010 7:08 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Cc: jeane marschke
Subject: CAPX2020

   We are against Option 3 of the CAPX2020 Fargo-St Cloud power line.   
   We are residents of Lake Mary just SW of the city of Alexandria, MN.  Our concerns are related to Option 3 
of the route for the new transmission line.  Option 3 would be take the transmission lines away from the I-94 
corridor and put them through a residential area on the North side of Lake Mary where our property is located.  
We feel that this option is more costly and creates additional safety concerns for people living by Lake Mary. 
 We want to encourage that everything be done to keep these power lines on the main I-94 corridor and away 
from as many residential areas as possible including ours.   A power transmission line such as the one proposed 
will have a very significant negative impact on this area and its value.  Health reasons are also a concern for us.  
   We understood that the I-94 corridor was designated for this type of industrial/commercial development and 
we feel that is the appropriate location for high voltage transmission lines.  Lake Mary is a family vacation and 
resort area and these lines would create a negative impact.  Please put these power lines in the I-94 right-of-
way. 
   We appreciate the opportunity to express our concerns and thank you considering them. 
  
Jerome & Jeane Marschke 
5980 N. Lake Mary Dr. SW 
Alexandria, MN 56308 
320-846-0808 
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MINNESOTA MILK PRODUCERS ASSOCIATION 
108 Marty Drive, Suite 2 – Buffalo, MN 55313 

 

Phone: 763-355-9697 � Fax: 763-355-9686 
E-Mail: mmpa@mnmilk.org � Web: www.mnmilk.org 
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October 18, 2010 
 
State Permit Manager 
David Birkholz 
Minnesota Office of Energy Security 
85 7th Place E., Suite 500 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-2198 
 
Re: DEIS Fargo to St. Cloud 345kV transmission line comments 
 
Dear Mr. Birkholz, 
 
On behalf of the nearly 1,500 dairy farmer members of the Minnesota Milk Producers 
Association (MMPA), I appreciate the opportunity to comment specifically on the Sauk Centre 
to St. Cloud portion of the Fargo to St. Cloud 345kV transmission line.  It is our conclusion that 
the best route, based on the information provided in the DEIS, is “Route D” from Sauk Centre to 
St. Cloud.  As a result, we ask that the project proposers and the OES to utilize Route D and not 
the existing Preferred Option outlined in the DEIS. 
 
Economically, it makes more sense from a project perspective to go with Route D versus the 
applicants “Preferred Route” or Option A.  Neither, Route D nor the Underground Option for 
Route D are the most expensive as pointed out in the DEIS.  In fact, three options are more 
expensive or relatively the same as the Underground option for Route D.  Furthermore, eight 
options are more expensive than Route D.   
 
The Preferred Option has the potential for presenting another major challenge versus Option D.  
The presence of stray voltage posses devastating health effects for dairy cows.  Milk production 
declines with a resulting decline in on-farm income.  Each dairy cow in the state contributes over 
$15,000 annual economic activity, according to the Minnesota Department of Agriculture.   This 
economic activity is vitally important to communities throughout the state and to the state as a 
whole.  Placing the transmission lines along the Preferred Route could present significant 
economic challenges for dairy farmers and the surrounding communities. 
 
The DEIS does state that transmission lines can induce stray voltage on a distribution circuit.  
Regardless, much is unknown about stray voltage and the DEIS does not completely capture the 
potential negative economic impact to dairy farmers and the local communities.  This is 
especially important since Stearns County is the state’s largest dairy county and it is a top ten 
dairy county in the United States of America.   
 
More specific data on these impacts related to stray voltage and other factors must be gathered 
and analyzed prior to making a safe, final assessment of these options.  The DEIS mainly treats 
all agriculture as a single category and fails to take into account the total number of dairy cows 
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and dairy farmers in the immediate vicinity of the transmissions lines and the resulting impact to 
the communities.  In addition, what are the ramifications on crop production as a result of 
transmission lines?  The DEIS must take this into account when analyzing the current Preferred 
Option. 
 
Furthermore, proposed mitigation measures for agricultural activity and prime farmland are 
incomplete.  Again, the DEIS only discusses farmland in a broad sense.  No, or very little 
mitigation is identified regarding dairy cows and the farmers who care for and milk the cows.   
 
There are other reasons why the Underground Option D should become the choice of the project 
proposers.  Trails are minimally impacted as are WPAs, WMAs and SNAs as stated in the DEIS.   
 
The Minnesota Milk Producers Association and our nearly 1,500 dairy farmer members 
respectfully request Option D be considered as the Preferred Option.  If the responsible 
government agency chooses to continue with the current preferred option, more research must be 
conducted as to the negative economic, social and environmental impacts directly and indirectly 
related to the loss of dairy cows, dairy operations and the surrounding communities that rely on 
the economic activity produced by Minnesota’s diaries. 
 
Please feel free to contact me at your convenience should you have any additional questions. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Bob Lefebvre 
Executive Director 
 

�

Birkholz, David (COMM)

From: Lee Newhall [newhall@us.ibm.com]
Sent: Monday, October 11, 2010 11:07 AM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Cc: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: Fargo-St Cloud 345 KV Transmission Line Project

Mr Birkholz,  
 
Regarding the Fargo-St Cloud 345 KV Transmission Line Project, we recently had a discussion 
with Raymond Kirsch and he suggested sending you our concerns. Specifically our concerns relate 
to the possibility of the OPTION 3 route being selected for the area just west of Alexandria instead 
of staying on the I94 corridor. OPTION 3 would take the transmission lines right through the north 
Lake Mary residential area which is where our property is. With this letter, it is our intent to 
strongly encourage that everything be done to keep these power transmission lines on the 
main 94 corridor and out of this Lake Mary residential area. First, property owners in this area 
have paid a significant premium for these properties and there is no doubt that this kind of power 
transmission line will have significant negative impact on these property values. We understand 
that on projects like these, financial accommodations are provided to property owners when the 
project right of way impacts them. For lake residences like these, premium financial 
accommodations would be required due to high property values. Secondly, for health reasons, 
keeping this kind of current and the resulting EMF away from residential areas makes sense. For 
obvious reasons, residential growth along the I94 corridor will be less and therefore less of a risk in 
the future. In addition, this Lake Mary area is a heavy vacation/resort area and this type of power 
transmission line significantly impacts the natural beauty and sight lines in the area, clearly 
affecting the attractiveness of this area for vacationers.  
 
We appreciate you carrying our concerns forward as this project proceeds to the Public Hearing 
stage. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lee & Kari Newhall 
6020 N. Lake Mary Dr SW 
Alexandria, MN 56308 
Cell phone: 507-951-3727 
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October 18, 2010 
 
Scott J. Hylla 
Chairman, North Route Citizen’s Alliance 
12385 County Road 5 
Holdingford, MN 56340 
(320)363-8138 
 
Mr. David Birkholz 
OES Permitting Staff Manager 
Minnesota Department of Commerce, Office of Energy Security 
85 7th Place East, Suite 500 
St. Paul, MN 55101 
 
Re: CAPX2020 Fargo to St. Cloud Transmission Route; DEIS Analysis and Comments 
 
Docket #: E002/TL-09-1056 
 
 
 
Dear Mr. Birkholz, 
 
Enclosed is the official North Route Citizens Alliance (NoRCA) DEIS Analysis and 
Comments pertaining to the DEIS for the CAPX2020 Fargo to St. Cloud HVTL project.  
 
The NoRCA DEIS Analysis and Comments is a comprehensive review of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement to the currently proposed CAPX2020 routes the 
southern section from the Sauk Center to South St. Cloud portion of the overall Fargo to 
St. Cloud CAPX2020 project.  
 
For clarity’s sake, the NoRCA CAPX2020 “North Routes” addressed in this Analysis are 
defined as the Preferred, Alternate A and Alternate B Routes of the project segment from 
Sauk Center to St. Cloud. This report is comprised of two sections: 

1) A Comparative Analysis of the significant impacts pertaining to the “North 
Routes” vs. other alternative routes in the Fargo to St. Cloud DEIS. 

2) A Commentary of the “North Routes” in the DEIS, including imperative items 
lacking in the DEIS, clarifications and suggestions.  

 
We request that the NoRCA DEIS Analysis and Comment be included in the OES DEIS 
Public Comments for the Fargo to St. Cloud CAPX2020 Route. 
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Thank you. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
Scott J. Hylla 
Chairman 
 
 
Cc: NoRCA Executive Committee 
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Introduction 
 

The North Route Citizen’s Alliance, NoRCA, is a community-based coalition of over 300 
directly-impacted stakeholders affected by the proposed 345kV High Voltage 
Transmission Line from Fargo to St.Cloud.  Segments which will traverse Central and 
Northern Stearns County, are known as the Preferred, Alternate A and Alternate B 
“North” Routes. NoRCA has been extensively involved in this proceeding thus far, and 
has researched, analyzed and identified several important issues pertaining to the 
proposed Preferred and Alternate A North Routes and has advocated for the study and 
consideration of Interstate 94 and other newly ATF designed routes as alternatives to the 
currently proposed “North Routes”. 
 
The Sauk Center to St. Cloud portion of the Fargo to St. Cloud CAPX2020 HVTL project 
has been a controversial, and often contentious, issue in Central Minnesota and Stearns 
County for over 1 year. At issue has been the Preferred and Alternate A (and recently 
added Alternate B) route’s divergence from the I-94 corridor in the Melrose to Freeport 
area and the reckless and gross proliferation of new Transmission Corridors through 
Central and Northern Stearns County. In it’s wake, the needless traversing and potential 
destruction and fragmentation of sensitive wetlands, forested areas and prime agricultural 
farmland. The proliferation of New Transmission Corridors is inconsistent with 
Minnesota’s longstanding policy of Non-proliferation established by People for 
Environmental Enlightenment & Responsibility (PEER), Inc. v. Minnesota 
Environmental Quality Council, 266 N.W. 2d 858 (Minn. 1978).   PEER provides 
guidance when weighing proliferating routes, such as the North Routes, with non-
proliferation routes. 
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Equally important is the newly enacted laws pertaining to Minnesota Statute 216.03 
subdivision 7e, establishing siting criteria based on use of existing highway right-of-way: 
. 

 
 
Overall, the area that comprises the North Routes, as defined above, varies greatly. The 
eastern portion is a combination of Upland Deciduous Forest, including Marschner’s 
“Big Woods” and Aspen-Birch, and unique Coniferous Bogs. The Western portions of 
the North Routes consist of Brush Prairie and Prairie, interspersed with Wet Prairies. The 
Proposed Preferred and Alternate A North Routes contain areas of Outstanding, High and 
Moderate Value biologic and native plant communities, primarily located in Brockway 
and St. Wendel Townships, as well as along County Road 17 in the Birch Lake State 
Forest area. 
 
Native Plant Communities consist of significant Tamarack Swamp Minerotrophic and 
Seepage Subtypes, Fen Complexes (including Calcareous Fen), Willow Swamp and Open 
Wetlands. Water Resources include significant and unique concentrations of NWI 
Palustrine wetlands, important in the diffusion and filtration of water, floodshed and its 
unique biological diversity. The area also contains several Recreational and 
Environmental Lakes. The North Routes directly impact a large and significant complex 
known as the St. Wendel Bog. The St. Wendel Bog is a top biodiversity site and contains 
one of the largest remaining blocks of native vegetation in Stearns County. The St. 
Wendel Bog Complex is a Natural Resource that has been documented as having local, 
state, national and even international importance. 
 
��������	the CAPX2020 North Routes contain 43 documented Century Farms. The 
CAPX2020 HVTL would violate the spirit and letter of Minnesota’s policy of 
agricultural preservation and conservation. Minn. Stat. §17.80.  It would compromise the 
heritage and preservation of the family farm, particularly the Century Farms that hold 
historical and cultural significance in Stearns County and Minnesota. The proposal of 175 
foot, 345 KV High Voltage Transmission lines threatens the integrity of the family farms 
and the natural character of the property. 
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CAPX2020 Fargo to St. Cloud DEIS Analysis 
 

Section 1 
 
“Significant Impacts” pertaining to the Preferred, Alternate A & 
Alternate B Routes: The NoRCA DEIS analysis provides an overview of 
the relative impacts of the North Routes (Preferred, Alternate A & 
Alternate B) vs. other Alternate Routes. 
  

1.  “North” Routes would have higher “aesthetic impact than several routes (C & E) 

 
 


� “North” Routes contain highest impacts to “Prime Farmland”: ����	����	���	���	
����	�����������	��	��������	��	��������	���������������	���	��������	����	����	
�������	������	��	������	�����	��	��	���������	���	�����	������	��������	��	�����	
�����	����	��	����������	����	���	�������	 �����	 ������������	!���	��	"����	
�����	#$%�&'�	
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6� �)�����	*�����	�������	������	������	��	!��������	������	���������	���	�����	
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$'� �)�����	*�����	�������	�������	�������������	��	���7������������	����������	

�������	���	�����	�������	

	
	
	

$$� �)�����	*�����	�������	���	�������	�������������	��	3���	��	+���������	" 8��	
�����	��	8����������	������������	���	�����	�������	����	��	���9��	)������	*���������	

	
1��	:52�	����	%7$$-	�����	������	����	����	�����������	������������	�������	�����	����	
����	9������	�����������	��	���	������	�����	�����������	��;��	���������	����������	
����������	�����	����	����������	�����������	������������	�������	���	����	����������	��	
���	������	�������<	���	����	����������	�=�����	��	���	������	������	�����	�����������	
��;��	���	��������	����	������	����������	���������	�������	��	"���������	" 8�	�����	���	
�������	��	���	����	�������	���>	 �����	��	���	 ���	���	����	���	�����������	��	���	
�������	����	��	�������	 �������	2�	�������	�1��	" 8�	�����	��	�����������	������������	
���	���>�	��	������?�	����	�����	���������������<	��������	�����	��	�����������	�����	
����	�������	�����������	������������	�������	�����������	�����������	��	����	�������	
��;��	���������	�������	������	�����	�����������	��	���������	����	����	�	������	
���������	���	���������	1��	!��������	���������	�	4	8	������	���������	�������	" 8�	�����	
��	8����������	����	��	����	��	�����������	
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Section 2 

 
Imperative Items lacking, needed corrections & clarifications and 

“suggestions” pertaining to the Preferred, Alternate A & B Routes: 
 
 
1. DEIS lacks specific Physical route comparisons for Sauk Center to St. 

Cloud, such as total length, complete cost estimates and Total and % 
Proliferation of new transmission corridors. Without this information, 
a comparative analysis is not possible.  These comparisons were 
completed by the Applicant for the ATF and must also be included in 
the DEIS/FEIS. The comparisons demonstrate the Preferred and 
Alternate A Routes possess significantly higher Proliferation of New 
Transmission Corridors, contrary to MN’s Policy on Non-Proliferation 
and the recently passed legislation adding Subdivision 7e to siting 
criteria.  See Minn Stat. 216.03, subdivision 7e. 

 
* ATF Route Comparisons, Freeport to St. Cloud 

 
�� 1��	:52�	���>�	��������	�����������	��������	���	������	��	���������	��	�����	
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��	����	��	$%.	����	��	�	%.	����	�����7��7����	��	����	�����	�����������	������	����	
$%.	����	��	�����������	�����	���������	��	��������	������	����	�����������	
�����������	�������	��	���	����	�����	����	�����		1��	�52�	����	������	�����������	
���	��	�����	��	����������	������	$%.	����	��	���	*����7��7,���	
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'�����"�����'����������(�������+�	�	������	��	����������	���	:52�	������	��	���	
���	,����	8��	��	���	�����=�	��	��	@�)�@�	1��	���	,����	8��	�)�	��	�	$%'	����	
����	��������	��	�	����������	��	)������	����	����	��	���	�	����	��	�	����	������	���	
,����	8��	 �����=�	1��	���	,����	8��	 �����=	������	��	����	%''	�����	��	��	
���	��	���	���	���	�����	���	�����������	;A��	���	�����B	 ������BC	��	��������	���	
��	���	�������	���������	����>�	��	������	����������	��	�������	 ������		

�
1��	!�������	��	���������	�	*�����	����	�����	��	������	���	���	,����	8��	
 �����=	��	���	���������	���	��	���	������=�	���	���������	8	*�����	����	
�����;������	���	���	,����	8��; �����=	��	���	���������	���������	1��	���	,����	
8��	 �����=	��	����	��	���	����	��	�������	�=�����	��	"������������	1������>	
�����	��	�������	"���������	2�	������	��	���	�=�������	�������>	������	���	����	����	
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��������D	����	"�=�	3�����	�������	������	��	���9��	 ���������	�������	���	
�����	��������	�	����������	��	���	�����	1��������	�������	��
�
�	A�������	����C�	
�����������	�������	��	*���	����	,��	"�����	"�=�	3�����	������	��	�����	
�����	����	������	

	
The St. Wendel Bog Complex is a Natural Resource that has been documented as 
having local, state, national and even international importance. In an effort to ensure 
the integrity and character of this important Natural Resource is maintained, the St. 
Wendel Bog should be analyzed and referred to in the DEIS in it's entirety, rather 
than as just an "SNA". 

	
Page 7-36 in the DEIS provides a “misleading” notation that the “St. Wendel SNA is 
located approx. 1 mile west of the Applicant Preferred Route and is not impacted by the 
alignment.” This characterization of the St. Wendel Bog Complex, the relation of the 
transmission route to it, and the dismissal of significant impacts is irresponsible and must 
be corrected in the FEIS. 
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3. Zoning Impacts. Page 7-10 notes “Effects from either route on planned land uses 
as identified in the future land use plans for each affected jurisdiction would vary. 
According to the 2003 comprehensive plan for the city of St. Cloud, the Preferred 
Route would not affect areas identified as primary growth areas, secondary 
growth areas, or ultimate service areas.” The ATF Final Report noted the St. 
Joseph Township ATF member as stating “Future development area for City of 
St. Joseph and Waite Park; land has been identified in comprehensive plan for 
development; land has been purchased and some infrastructure (sewer and water) 
has been put in place”. This must receive clarification/correction as needed. 

 
 4. The maps are missing many homes impacted by the Preferred and Alternate A & 

B routes increasing the residential impact of the 75-500 foot corridor.  Comments 
were made at the DEIS meetings, but efforts were not made consistently to glean 
information from commenter’s.  Homes not included range from longstanding 
obvious residences to pole buildings converted into homes. This was noted by an 
ATF member in the ATF Final Report, yet it was not incorporated into the DEIS. 
As many as 115 homes in the Preferred route exist within the 500 foot alignments 
according to NoRCA analysis, indicating flawed inventory in the DEIS. Page 7-
49 of DEIS states “There are fewer homes within 500 feet of the Applicant 
Preferred Route alignment than all of the other proposed routes except Route E, 
which suggests that fewer households would directly view the line.” Table 7.3-4, 
in the DEIS shows the opposite, that fewer homes in Routes C and E would be 
impacted w/in 500’.  This glaring error must be corrected in the FEIS. 

 
 
 

5. The DEIS/FEIS should include more specificity pertaining to wetlands impact on 
Preferred, Alternate A & B, Specifically including Shepards Lake, which was 
commented on by the DNR, USFWS, and Ducks Unlimited, and St. Wendel Bog 
Complex. Avoidance of Shepards Lake was recommended in a DNR scoping 
letter to OES on Feb. 11, yet Shepards Lake was not avoided nor was the DNR’s 
avoidance recommendation mentioned.. An Environmental Lake, Shepards Lake 
is classified as a DNR Protected Waters, with a 1,000 foot DNR shoreland buffer. 
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The Preferred route would skirt the periphery of Shepards Lake itself and would 
run within the shoreland buffer. In her February 11, 2020 scoping comment to the 
OES, Jamie Schrenzel, MN DNR, cited:  

 

 
This is a serious omission that must be corrected in the FEIS. 
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6. The DEIS should include more specifics related to the Lake Wobegon Trail 
(Clarify Exact Crossings, etc). According to the Lake Wobegon Maps, attached 
below for reference, the Alternate A crosses the Trail two times, and the Alternate 
B three times (DEIS Alt A=1, Alt B=1). Also, no reference is given to the impact 
and visual intrusion of the HVTL on the Trail’s Covered Bridge at Holdingford. 

 
 

 
9. Identification in narrative and on the maps, inclusion of important cultural and 

historic resources in DEIS, such as Century farm program, visual intrusion of 
farms natural character. Preferred=27 century farms, Alt A=24 Century farms.  

 
10. Discussion of impacts on agricultural land in light of the state’s policy of 

agricultural land preservation and conservation.  See Minn. Stat. §17.80: 
 

17.80 STATE AGRICULTURAL LAND PRESERVATION AND 
CONSERVATION POLICY. 

Subdivision 1.Policy. 

It is the policy of the state to preserve agricultural land and conserve its long-term 
use for the production of food and other agricultural products by: 

(a) Protection of agricultural land and certain parcels of open space land from 
conversion to other uses; 

(b) Conservation and enhancement of soil and water resources to ensure their 
long-term quality and productivity; 
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(c) Encouragement of planned growth and development of urban and rural areas 
to ensure the most effective use of agricultural land, resources and capital; and 

(d) Fostering of ownership and operation of agricultural land by resident farmers. 

Subd. 2.Methods. 

The legislature finds that the policy in subdivision 1 will be best met by: 

(a) Defining and locating lands well suited for the production of agricultural and 
forest products, and the use of that information as part of any local planning and 
zoning decision; 

(b) Providing local units of government with coordinating guidelines, tools and 
incentives to prevent the unplanned and unscheduled conversion of agricultural 
and open space land to other uses; 

(c) Providing relief from escalating property taxes and special assessments and 
protection of normal farm operations in agricultural areas subject to development 
pressures; 

(d) Development of state policy to increase implementation of soil and water 
conservation by farmers; 

(e) Assuring that state agencies act to maximize the preservation and conservation 
of agricultural land and minimize the disruption of agricultural production, in 
accordance with local social, economic and environmental considerations of the 
agricultural community; 

(f) Assuring that public agencies employ and promote the use of management 
procedures which maintain or enhance the productivity of lands well suited to the 
production of food and other agricultural products; 

(g) Guiding the orderly development and maintenance of transportation systems 
in rural Minnesota while preserving agricultural land to the greatest possible 
extent; 

(h) Guiding the orderly construction and development of energy generation and 
transmission systems and enhancing the development of alternative energy to 
meet the needs of rural and urban communities and preserve agricultural land to 
the greatest possible extent by reducing energy costs and minimizing the use of 
agricultural land for energy production facilities; and 

(i) Guiding the orderly development of solid and hazardous waste management 
sites to meet the needs and safety of rural and urban communities and preserve 
agricultural land to the greatest possible extent by minimizing the use of 
agricultural land for waste management sites. 
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11. Identify and clarify additional Center-Pivot irrigation in Preferred and Alternate A 

& B routes. 2 additional Center-pivots have been identified in the Preferred and 2 
additional of Alternate A in Brockway Township. 

 
 
12. Address more completely impacts of extra-high voltage transmission lines on 

irrigation systems and irrigation farming practices. See attached  
 

 
13. Pertaining to recreation, the DEIS fails to include reference to the Alternate A 

impact on the Birch Lake State Forest and the Preferred Routes impact on 
Shepards Lake See letter, MN DNR to OES on Feb. 11, 2010. 

 
14. Pertaining to wooded lands impacted Page 7-93 notes “The Applicant Preferred 

ROW Occupancy and No ROW Occupancy, and Route C impact the greatest 
amount of wooded lands”. According Table 7.7-12, the greatest impacts to 
wooded lands occurs in the Preferred, Alternate A & B routes.  
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15. Pertaining to impacts on Flora, the DEIS page 7-117 notes “The majority of the 
Applicant Preferred Route occurs along existing rights-of-way, including roads, and 
is also often adjacent to cultivated row crops. Given that the vegetation communities 
that occur in these areas are regularly disturbed, impacts due to construction are not 
anticipated to substantially disrupt vegetative community quality or function”.  

This statement is wrong, misleading and irresponsible given the relatively high 
impact on the routes wetlands and wooded lands, as well as the MCBS Sites of 
Biodiversity. Also, “Typically, vegetation is controlled mechanically or with 
herbicides on a regular maintenance schedule”. These errors of fact and 
characterization must be corrected in the FEIS. 

 
16. Pertaining to Rare Unique Natural Resources/Critical Habitat the DEIS page 7-
131 states “As discussed in previous sections, Applicants have routed the Applicant 
Preferred Route such that the majority is co-located with existing rights-of-way, 
therefore minimizing additional tree clearing that could increase fragmentation of 
sensitive habitats”. This is false, misleading and irresponsible as the Preferred Route 
possesses the highest amount of Proliferation of new transmission corridors.   These 
errors of fact and characterization must be corrected in the FEIS. 
 
17. Undergrounding 
Underground costs must be fairly evaluated.  The February 24, 2010 underground 
cost estimate prepared by Power Engineers, Inc. for this docket reflects the following 
cost estimates for a 2 mile stretch: 
 

 
 
Costs of undergrounding are not addressed or analyzed, except for a mention on page 
1-40, with no selection of differing options, only 14miles of underground lumped 
together.  There is no cost benefit analysis of impacts of transmission and mitigation 
by underground construction. 
 
 
 
18. EMF levels are in error because the amperage levels used are not consistent with 
Certificate of Need and undergrounding estimate statements of capacity and loading.  
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Magnetic fields are based on current/amps, and Table5.2.6 shows amps at 158 and 
264. These levels are unreasonably low. And the amperage levels of 264 for peak and 
158 for average are not consistent with either Certificate of Need testimony (06-1115) 
or the undergrounding estimates, which are consistent with Certificate of Need 
testimony, which show a potential range of amperage to 3,795 and 3,348 (Table 1-1, 
p.2); a “large load transfer capacity requirement of 2,000MVA per circuit” (p.4); and 
3347 amps and 2000MVA at 75% loading = 2510 amps and 1500 MVA (§2.3.1, p.6: 
 

 
 
 This is also reflected in the August 20, 2010 compliance filing in the” Fargo 
Phase I” St. Cloud-Monticello docket (09-246): 
 

 

 
Because current flows could be “as high as 1200 to 1500 MVA” the magnetic field charts 
should reflect this potential exposure. 
 
 The FEIS should include a table of expected magnetic fields ranging from the 
158-264 range provided in Table 5.2.6 to 2510 amps and 3347 amps as found in the 
capacity testimony in Certificate of Need and the Power Engineers estimate, as above. 
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1. Airports – Private airports are missing in the analysis, and were not present on the 

maps used by MOES at the hearings.  For example, there is a private airport near 
I-94 85-86 mile marker that is not shown on the maps.    The DEIS does not 
include a listing of all airports – a full table listing all airports in each affected 
county, highlighting the ones within a 2 mile proximity of any proposed route 
should be an Appendix in the FEIS.  The FAA database is available online, and a 
county search is one available option: 
http://www.faa.gov/airports/airport_safety/airportdata_5010/ 

 
2. Substation Noise – information is provided in the DEIS about noise standards in 

Minnesota and anticipated noise from the transmission line.  However, there is no 
information regarding substation noise. 

 
3. Mitigation options – mitigation options are not clear.  The FEIS should include as 

an example the Highway 75 Mitigation Plan proposed for the St. Cloud-
Monticello route (Docket 09-246) which includes. 
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Conclusion 
 

Though the Fargo to St. Cloud CAPX2020 Draft Environmental Impact Statement is 
far from complete or adequate, close analysis shows that even in its present state it 
does illustrate the tremendous negative impacts associated with the Preferred, 
Alternate A and Alternate B routes when compared with the other the alternatives. 
 
The impacts of the North Route’s Gross Proliferation of New Transmission Lines 
poses serious negative consequences to sensitive wetlands, forested areas and prime 
agricultural farmland. 
 
In addition, the DEIS lacks detail --there are many undocumented homes and 
residences within the 1,000 foot transmission line corridor, it does not establish the 
numbers of homes within “fall down” distance of the centerline, it minimizes the 
negative effects on unique natural resources of Stearns County, trail impacts and 
zoning impacts and negative effects due to the fragmentation of the North Route’s 
historical properties, Century Farms. 
 
A “least harmful” alternative to the CAPX2020 North Routes would include the 
primary utilization of the Interstate 94 corridor or the utilization of more suitable 
routes to the south of Interstate 94 (Routes E, F, G or H). 
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Birkholz, David (COMM)

From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2010 9:36 AM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Opatz Tue Sep 28 09:35:58 2010 ET2, E002/TL-09-1056
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Birkholz, David (COMM)

From: Opitz, Maureen [MXOpitz@CSBSJU.EDU]
Sent: Tuesday, October 12, 2010 4:25 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM); Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: powerline reaction -- Stearns County
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Birkholz, David (COMM)

From: Julianne Restani [juliannerestani@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, October 16, 2010 7:54 AM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: TL-09-1056

Dear David, 
 
I was at the  1pm El Paso meeting and I heard a lot of good people who are clearly frustrated and upset by this 
whole process.   
 
My family and everyone who lives in Collegeville/Collegeville Road/Old Collegeville Road knows and can 
empathize with these feeling.  We all watched the mighty force of 'public domain' in action when HWY 94 went 
through in the early 1970's and we felt exactly like those who are in the zones that have been chosen for today's 
line placement. 
 
I believe that having to deal with this type of upset to land and lives should only be doled out once in a lifetime 
and not twice.   
 
When 94 went in there was vast destruction of homes, property and wetlands.   We also said goodbye to quiet 
living while the sound from vehicles is a near constant roar twenty four hours a day.  But 94 went in and we all 
accepted it. 
 
To ask the same people to accept, once again, a disruption our lives and property with a major public works is 
akin to double jeopardy.  We have done all this before. 
 
Out of complete and utter FAIRNESS to our community this route must not be considered a serious or viable 
route. 
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
Julianne Restani  
320-292-9812 
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Birkholz, David (COMM)

From: Janet Rothstein [jamjar126@hotmail.com]
Sent: Friday, October 08, 2010 10:31 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Cap X 2020
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