
Multiple files are bound together in this PDF Package.

Adobe recommends using Adobe Reader or Adobe Acrobat version 8 or later to work with 
documents contained within a PDF Package. By updating to the latest version, you’ll enjoy 
the following benefits:  

•  Efficient, integrated PDF viewing 

•  Easy printing 

•  Quick searches 

Don’t have the latest version of Adobe Reader?  

Click here to download the latest version of Adobe Reader

If you already have Adobe Reader 8, 
click a file in this PDF Package to view it.

http://www.adobe.com/products/acrobat/readstep2.html




1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


1


PUBLIC COMMENT - JANUARY 19, 2010 - ALEXANDRIA - 1:30


STATE OF MINNESOTA


OFFICE OF ENERGY SECURITY


In the Matter of the Application by Xcel Energy and Great 


River Energy for a Route Permit for the Fargo to 


St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Line Project


Broadway Ballroom


115 30th Avenue East


Alexandria, Minnesota


 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


2


I N D E X 


SPEAKER           PAGE


Jim Barrett 20


Unidentified 21


Bob Henneman 22


Keith McCoy 24


Steve Schmidt 25


Ron Ferson 26


Mrs. Ferson 28


Ron Ferson 28


Roger Primus 29


Chris Wieberdink 32


Duane Kaufman 34


Chris Wieberdink 38


Paula Hedstrom 38


Glenn Bennett 40


Rod Johnson 42


Brian Withers 43


Glenn Bennett 43


Nate Walter 45


Terry Giese 47


Dennis Paulson 49


Unidentified 52







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


3


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  My name is David 


Birkholz -- I'm going to do just a little bit of 


introduction here -- I'm with the Office of Energy 


Security, it's in the Department of Commerce.  And 


what we do is we work with the Public Utilities 


Commission to review and process applications for 


high voltage transmission lines and energy 


facilities and wind farms and the like.  


Obviously, we're here today for the high 


voltage transmission line for CapX 2020 from Fargo 


to St. Cloud.  So, assume you're in the right place 


if that's what you're looking for.  


I want to thank everybody for coming out.  


Again, I'm going to make my remarks rather brief 


because the whole point of this meeting is so we can 


come out and we can get your input into the process.  


That's why we're here.  


There will be opportunities to speak on 


the record.  There will also be opportunities to 


send in your written comments, I'll talk about how 


we're going to do that in just a few minutes.  


As you walked in the door there are a 


number of things along the way, there are a number 


of steps in the process that the state does to 


review a project of this type.  
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The first piece of material you want to 


grab coming in or going out is this (indicating).  


We're not asking people to sign up to say they were 


at this meeting, but if you want to make sure you 


get on our mailing list to receive notice of when 


we're coming back for hearings and when we're going 


to release our environmental report, you want to 


know your opportunities to comment, you might want 


to grab one of these and drop it in the basket 


there.  So that would be great.  


There will be an opportunity to comment 


at any time.  This is a form we provide.  It has my 


address on the back so you can flip it and mail it.  


You do not need to use this form, that's not a 


requirement, it's just a convenience if it's helpful 


to you.  But grab one on your way or grab one or two 


on your way out for your neighbors if they haven't 


had a chance to come today.  


The other materials today are references 


that I'll talk about a little bit more.  This green 


one, this is a rough estimate of the process time as 


it's going to take place.  This is a year-long 


process, at least, so we will be in the 


decision-making and in the fact-finding part of this 


for quite a long time before it gets to any 
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decisions.  


This fact sheet will give you a real clue 


as to how this works.  Especially in a situation 


like this, there has been a lot of contact from the 


company already, people want to know am I getting 


company information or am I getting state 


information, where is this coming from, where is it 


going to.  So now the application is in the hands of 


the state and this is the state process and you will 


find, again, a diagram here that follows through 


that I hope helps simplify the matter for you.  


At this early stage of the process, one 


of the main things that we're out here doing -- 


aside from getting established, getting some 


information, getting some dialogue going -- one of 


the biggest things we're out here doing is getting 


comment for our environmental report.  So we want 


comments and issues that people out here know about, 


want to talk about, things that are of interest, 


possible routes.  I'll talk about that again in a 


second.  


But what I have here in the handouts is a 


draft.  This is not -- what happens from the 


environmental impact statement is it's written from 


a draft, from a draft scoping document, which 
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essentially says this is what the document's going 


to be about.  So we need to get everything that we 


know what we're going to do and what we're going to 


study into this document.  So here's a draft about 


that that should give you some information or some 


clue about how this process works and how you might 


want to get yourself fit into it.  


I want to quickly introduce other people 


along with me.  Ray Kirsch is at the table, you met 


him as you came in.  I'm the project manager for the 


state review of this project; Ray on this project is 


the public advisor.  I'll give you our numbers and 


contact information later, but the position is set 


up so that people can have a point of contact in the 


process of somebody to bring their answers to or 


questions to or find out where to go for answers.  


So Ray is a good one.  


I just want to quickly point out Janet 


here.  Janet Shaddix is a court reporter.  She'll be 


taking down all your comments so it won't be me 


going back and trying to remember, now, what did 


they say, and do it right, we'll actually have an 


absolute record of it.  So that's a good thing, make 


sure you know that what you have to say is on the 


record and it will be heard.  
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The company is represented here.  They 


will take a short time to introduce some ideas about 


the project, or explanations about it.  I'll just 


have him introduce himself quickly, Darrin Lahr, 


he's in the back, and you probably met him or heard 


from him.  


Do you have anybody else you want to 


introduce.  


MR. LAHR:  I'm Darrin Lahr.  (Inaudible). 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I'll have him repeat that 


when he comes up here in a minute.  


All right.  There's nobody from the PUC 


here?  


All right.  There's three things we're 


going to talk about today.  Again, the first one is 


going to be really, really pretty quick.  It's the 


project.  


Darrin is going to come up and give you 


about five, ten minutes, at least ten minutes to go 


on about the project.  I'm not really expecting that 


we want to ask him a lot of questions at this time 


for a couple reasons.  If we have technical 


questions as we go along that we want to ask the 


company that can be fairly simply answered, we can 


do that, but this is really an opportunity for a 
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different kind of a meeting than you have had.  So 


we might want to hold most of the questions, but we 


can get him up later if there are some things that 


we can answer right away.  


Today we're trying to gather mostly 


information for input into us.  We may not have 


answers for everything you have to ask.  In fact, 


that's very probable.  Because, again, the idea is 


for us to get out and know what questions we should 


be asking, we can go back, we can study, we can do 


the research, we can find out the answers for you.  


The last thing I want to talk about is 


how you get into the process.  


So I'm going to start right away with 


Darrin coming up here for a few minutes.  


MR. LAHR:  I'm Darrin Lahr with Xcel 


Energy and with CapX 2020.  And just for the sake of 


the record, with me are Tim Carlsgaard, Matt Cook, 


and Matt Teichert (phonetic).  


I'm the project manager for the CapX 2020 


Fargo to Monticello line.  I've seen many of you 


before, we've been working on this project a long 


time.  Oop, excuse me.  And we're finally where we 


said we'd eventually be, which is in the state 


process.  
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For those of you following this, our 


first information came out on this project back in 


July of 2007.  So we've been talking about this for 


two and a half years before we even got to the 


public process -- or excuse me, the state process.  


And this state process is the one that counts.  This 


is the process that's going to determine -- or part 


of the information that's going to determine where 


this line is going to be.  It's not the company's 


route, it's the state's route, and it's important 


that all you guys are here to provide your input 


into this route proceeding.  


CapX 2020 is 11 different utility 


companies that are working on transmission 


throughout the state of Minnesota.  This is one of 


four projects that are being built.  There's a 


Brookings project, there's a Rochester-LaCrosse 


project, there's the Bemidji project, and then 


there's the Fargo to Monticello project.  


A little history as to how we developed 


the routes.  Many of you came out to the meetings 


and saw we had routes that were all over the place 


through this whole area.  I mean, 12 to 25 miles 


wide were the areas we were looking at.  You can see 


on the maps in the back of the room after the 
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meeting is over some of the old routes that were 


carried through.  But what we did was we continued 


to compare the sensitivities on those routes and 


whittled down those that were the least sensitive.  


So it's a kind of compare and contrast exercise.  


Now, we have proposed these routes in an 


application that we did in October, but this is not 


the end of the story.  You, as landowners, can also 


have input into this process and provide your own 


routes.  So if you think in a certain area the route 


should be moved or modified or changed or a complete 


different end-to-end route, that's your right, you 


can put that into the state process so that they can 


review that.  


In the Brookings project they added 47 


additional routes.  So there's a lot of looking 


that's going on to determine where this line is 


going to be.  


What does the line look like?  The line 


is a single pole steel line, so it's not the old 


sort of lattice, erector set line with the four 


legs, it's a single pole steel, it's approximately 


six to eight feet at the base on a concrete pad, 


it's about 150 feet tall, on average.  


And in this case the state determined 
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that what we were proposing wasn't looking long term 


enough, that we needed to look further down the 


road, we needed to be thinking bigger.  So what we 


had proposed was a single circuit 345 line.  At the 


end of the day, what was approved was a line that 


was capable of carrying a second 345 circuit.  So 


initially what we'll build is the single circuit 345 


line, we'll hang one set of arms up for a future 


circuit, but we won't string any wire.  And that 


will just wait there until sometime in the future 


when it needs to be built.  So a double circuit 


configuration initially, someday there's going to be 


a future circuit there.  


The span length between the poles is 


about 1,000 feet, so on your running line you're 


talking five a mile.  The actual right-of-way needed 


for these poles is 150 feet wide.  So when you look 


at the -- typically, if you look at the information 


we've provided on the maps in the back of the room, 


you see a wide green or blue stripe that's 1,000 


feet wide.  We don't need that much room.  That's a 


study corridor.  What we really need at the end of 


the day is 150 feet.  We want flexibility so that at 


the end of the day, once we have a route, we can 


work with the landowners to say, okay, where within 
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this 1,000 feet does this make the most sense?  


Should we shift one way or the other?  If we don't 


get a route wide enough, we can't do that.  Because 


once the state determines here's the route, here's 


its width, the line will be inside that and there's 


no room for changing that later.  So that's why we 


need to make sure it's wide enough to begin with.  


Again, if you've got ideas, as I talked 


to a couple landowners earlier tonight, where 


they're suggesting an alternate that may work quite 


well in a particular area to widen the route out 


just a little bit, if that doesn't get added into 


the routing proceeding, we can't go there.  So if 


you've got ideas of additional routes that we can 


add width to, we certainly will.  


The other thing I'd like to mention is 


sort of interstate corridor sharing.  A lot of folks 


are looking at it saying you should be on the 


interstate.  And we've been working with MnDOT on 


this discussion.  There is a limitation as to how 


close or far we can be to the interstate.  We don't 


know what that final answer is yet with MnDOT.  


And we have some of our own concerns with 


regard to the double circuit nature of this line.  


Since it is double circuit, it will have six arms, 
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three on each side, and we will have to have room 


for access to get to all those arms.  So we need to 


make sure that we do this carefully as we plan these 


facilities.  


The interstate is our preferred route in 


the application.  We do have one alternate route 


that we also included.  And it's small segments, 


some small deviations from that main primary freeway 


route that we weren't sure the freeway would work 


and we wanted some flexibility for ourselves on 


those.  So we continue to work with MnDOT, it will 


be part of the discussion in the EIS that the state 


does as we go forward.  


And I think that's all I've got for you 


for now, but I'll be around for questions later.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  


MR. LAHR:  Yep.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Again, we'll have some 


time, as we go along in this comment period, there 


may be some questions you have that maybe Darrin can 


answer right off the top and you can go home with 


some answers.  Again, mostly what we can find here 


are more questions than we have answers to today, 


but that's part of the process.  


You have this -- if you have this in your 
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handout (indicating), if it's too small for you up 


there, but that's included in your handout, that's 


something you can go home with and put it on your 


fridge and you'll know where we're at as we go 


along.  


There's a quick look at this process.  In 


case you're wondering where we are in the process, 


did you miss out on something, no, we're very early 


in the process.  The application just came in in 


October, it wasn't actually accepted as a complete 


application by the PUC until the middle of November.  


And what that means is that it included all the 


stuff that Minnesota statutes and rules says an 


application needs to have.  It doesn't say is this a 


good answer, is this the right route, that's what 


this whole process is about.  


So from there the Minnesota rules say 


you've got one year to do a -- to do a routing 


process.  And then in a lot of cases, in a plan this 


big and with all the hearings that are involved, it 


kind of stretches out and can stretch out up to 


three months.  So probably very early on into 2011 


we'll be looking at a decision on what the PUC says 


is the final route.  So, again, we're a year away.  


There's a lot of options that we need to talk about 
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at this point.  


In addition to this meeting and the 11 


others that we're doing along the way -- there are 


six locations, two meetings in each location along 


the route -- we're also holding an advisory task 


force down in the St. Joseph and Avon area.  Those 


are possibilities, that was something that was 


discussed early on because of some particular issues 


in that area, those are possibilities for further 


investigation.  


We're probably looking at a couple months 


down the road to get to the scope.  The scope, 


again, is the really critical document that we're 


trying to get to as a group here.  The scope is 


going to tell us what the EIS is.  The EIS, in a 


high voltage transmission line routing system, is 


not one that you necessarily run across in a number 


of federal projects or even in DNR projects or 


something like that.  Those can take two, three 


years to gather, they can take a lot of input.  We 


have a one-year process from start to finish for 


environmental review for hearings.  


So we do the environmental impact 


statement, but the scope needs to be very clear.  We 


need to be very settled on what we need to know to 
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make this decision.  So that's the process we're in 


now.  Probably in July of this year we'll be 


releasing a draft of that environmental impact 


statement and we'll be back down the road.  We'll be 


back here to say we worked on the scope together, 


now we've done the draft, does this answer the 


questions, does this adequately address what we need 


to know to make a final decision.  


In addition to that, later on in the year 


there will actually be a contested case hearing 


where an administrative law judge will come up.  


Many of you may have been here when we were going 


through the certificate of need process.  Again, 


there was an administrative law judge who came out 


and held hearings along the route for input at that 


time.  We'll release the final, the judge will make 


a report and, again, it's about a one-year process.  


Along that process you have very 


particular places to work your way into the process.  


It's up to you to find your way in, but we like to 


point them out so you know when that opportunity 


arises.  This is really your first shot, but it's 


not your last shot, by any means.  So, we go through 


the scoping.  Again, those are the meetings of 


things that we talked about, those are places where 
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you can come, you can make comments, you can make 


written comments, open comments, get your input into 


the official record.  


The things that come up in making 


comments, a lot of people make comments on a 


particular environmental impact, a particular type 


of thing we should see, what's a particular health 


impact that we should be looking at, what's a number 


of things.  Again, as Darrin mentioned, there's a 


piece of this that talks about what -- do you have 


ideas that you think are going to work better as a 


route or as a segment of a route or a piece of a 


route, whatever it is that you have an idea about.  


The key is, and it's really helpful to come in here, 


but the key is, as it's written in the Minnesota 


rule, an explanation of why the route should be 


included in the environmental impact statement and 


any other supporting information.  That's really 


key.  


Because we need to know if it's a viable 


situation that we should review and look into 


further and dig up further information, we really 


need to know what you know about and what supporting 


information you have.  So it's like I have a, you 


know, why it might be better over there, that's not 
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going to be quite enough.  We'll look at it, but if 


we have all the information that you can give us, 


it's going to help us along the way.  And the 


Minnesota rule anticipates that you'll spend some 


time and give us a legitimate alternative.  That's a 


very, very important piece of the puzzle right here 


tonight, to get those comment sheets, get them 


turned in.  They don't need to be on that comment 


form.  You can e-mail them.  We have an online 


comment section on our web site, you can go in and 


pick out this project that says make a comment on 


the scope, you can do it electronically, push the 


button, and Ray and I will be able to get those into 


the process that way.  


Here's the key, except for the number.  


Because the number is showing up as 11 or 12 in 


different things that I wrote and that would be my 


problem.  So let's say that the date for comments on 


this would be February 12th.  That's really 


critical.  Because, again, in this time frame we 


need to narrow down that scope early on and really 


get to work.  So if you're going to get your 


comments into that process, they need to be to us by 


the end of the day on February 12th, which is a 


Friday.  So mark that down.  
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And sign up for the project notices.  


Again, that's the green card, that's what that's 


about.  We'll notify you when our draft EIS is 


ready, we'll notify you when those meetings are 


held, we'll notify you when the public hearings are 


held, we'll notify you when the PUC is holding 


hearings down in St. Paul.  So then you'll know and 


keep up with the whole process.  


Again, another thing that you should do 


is you should just monitor us on our web site.  We 


do, for those of you who are fairly online savvy, we 


have our RSS feed, so if you put something on you 


can print it or you can also just track it, just get 


online and look for our stuff.  


A lot of materials have our project 


information.  Stop by and get a card from Ray at any 


time.  


Now, I want to shift to the basic 


business we're about today.  And I want to tell you 


how we need to do this because we need to be able to 


make sure that everybody gets a chance to say what 


they came here to say, that they're able to ask the 


questions they need to ask.  But we also need to 


make sure it's on the record so that we go home and 


we do it right.  So what I'm going to need to have 
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people do as they make comments, you'll need to come 


to the front of the room and use the microphone.  


Give your name to Janet, and then go ahead and make 


your comments, ask your questions.  Again, we'll try 


to answer simple questions here, keeping in mind 


that we'll probably have more questions than we have 


answers today.  


I think we're ready to go right up to 


that.  We did not have cards to sign up to speak, so 


I think we just have to have people raise their 


hands.  If we get a lot of people that want to 


speak, we can form a line so that people can make 


sure that they're getting picked in a fair order.  


So I assume there are a lot of comments today, I 


hope so, that's why we're here.  So we might as well 


get started.  


Are you ready to speak?  


MR. JIM BARRETT:  I'm concerned about 


section 13, where they've routed the line around a 


house that's no longer going to be there because of 


the module development.  And I've got a comment form 


already filled out.  


And all those here from Monster Lake, I'm 


just going to be passing a clipboard around, all you 


have to do is take a look at it and sign it, so 
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everybody will be on one sheet and you won't have to 


fill out multiple sheets.  Is that okay?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  If people want to 


encourage further discussion, that's perfectly 


acceptable.  If you want to do that outside the main 


meeting time, that would probably be preferable.  


MR. JIM BARRETT:  Okay. 


COURT REPORTER:  I need to get the 


spelling of your name, please.  


MR. JIM BARRETT:  Jim Barrett, 


B-A-R-R-E-T-T.


UNIDENTIFIED:  You're going to have 


six lines? 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I'm sorry, with a large 


room it doesn't work for people to call out 


questions.  But that is a simple question that we 


can answer today.  


Yes, as Darrin explained, the Public 


Utilities Commission said sometime down the road 


there's probably going to be a need for more power, 


these need be built to support double circuits.  


That does not mean, by the way, that if there's 


another request for power lines down the road that 


it will automatically be slapped onto that pole.  


There would be another process to discuss what would 
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be the best for that.  


Again, it's up here again.  


Does the next person want to come up and 


speak?  


MR. BOB HENNEMAN:  My name is Bob 


Henneman.  I live along the interstate on Evansville 


by County Road 1.  


And I don't know, I might be a little 


dumb, but I don't know how to comment because I 


don't know where the power line is going to be.  Is 


it going to be on the north side of the interstate, 


the south side?  How close to buildings are you 


going to be?  And I think I'm a little confused 


about the comment because I don't know what to 


comment on.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I understand that 


question.  Ray, can you make this go?  I stand here 


and do both things and do neither well.  It is a 


little tricky.  


There's really two things that we're 


looking for here today.  And the whole point of this 


meeting is the fact that we don't know where the 


lines are going to go.  That's the whole point.  


When the company comes in they come in -- 


they've come in and requested that 1,000 foot 
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preferred line, that green one.  Then they come in, 


and according to Minnesota rule, they have to come 


in with an alternative.  When you have a line this 


big you have to come in with an alternative.  And 


that's what that blue line is about.  


So what their thinking is, when they sat 


down and did this work for the last couple years, 


that green line is what they came up with, that's 


what they want to do.  That's 1,000 feet.  When the 


line goes in it's going to be a 150-foot easement, 


right-of-way.  So that's really tricky to know 


exactly where in that line that would be.  


We're not talking about an exact 


alignment.  We don't necessarily know.  When they 


get a permit, unless there are special conditions 


placed on that permit, it may not say you need to go 


on the north side of the road or the south side of 


the road or one or the other.  It's so many times 


left to the company and the landowners to negotiate 


what's the best solution for the landowner in this 


instance.  So that's what it comes down to.  


The kind of comments and questions today, 


you can make, of course, any kind of comment or 


question you want, but are there impacts of the line 


that would really concern you, are there impacts to 
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a particular area that you know about that is a 


sensitive area, are there issues that we're missing 


or, again, are there route segments that you want to 


suggest.  So... 


MR. KEITH McCOY:  Do I have to come up 


here?  I'm not really a public speaker.


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  None of us are public 


speakers.


MR. McCOY:  Keith McCoy, M-C-C-O-Y.  Jim 


Barrett was just up here, the first guy to speak 


here, and I wanted to give you the description of 


that piece of property where this house has been 


abandoned.  It's 450105000.  Marvin King was the 


previous owner and he passed away.  And there's a 


big body of water just to the west of his place, 


this is being drained, so that shouldn't be an issue 


to stay on your course along the freeway.  This body 


of water right here was like 39 acres and that's 


been reduced to about four.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  You can leave that with 


us, if you like.  Sir?  You can leave that with us, 


if you like.  


MR. KEITH McCOY:  All right.  This body 


of water right here.  It was -- naturally it ran to 


the lake through culverts for 100 years here, but 
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when this was sold it blocked and they didn't take 


care of it, so I got permission from the county to 


maintain that.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  All right.  And if there's 


anything you want to write about that, go ahead and 


put that down so we have some of that down here.  


(Public Handout 1 submitted by Mr. McCoy.) 


MR. STEVE SCHMIDT:  Steve Schmidt.  


We have a mile along the freeway that's 


part of the Alexandria shooting park, and I guess 


what I'm wondering is can we suggest where those 


poles are in that mile?  So we don't have -- we 


shoot towards the interstate, and we have a state 


shoot here that has, you know, five, six hundred 


shooters here during the week of -- after the Fourth 


of July, and we're just wondering if we could have 


one where our traps start and then maybe one, and 


then pass that.  If you can go every 600 feet, then 


there'd only be one in the way of our shooting.  


And, also, all our land in front of the 


traps next to the freeway is all CRP land, and I 


know that if we take -- if we use any part of that 


land we have to pay back all your CRP money on that.  


If you've had it in for three years or four years 


you have to pay that money back.  So has that -- 
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where your pole is, is that part of that soil, does 


that have to come back out of CRP?  And do we have 


to pay that back to them?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's a good question.  


Yeah.  And when Darrin comes up I'm going to have 


him answer that.  


Typically, you still own the land.  So 


the CRP question is kind of different.  For 


instance, when we're doing turbines, wind turbines, 


pretty much you're required that you're going to 


have to turn that out to CRP and pay back.  That's a 


question I'm not absolutely sure of with the post.  


The post takes up a small 50 square foot piece of 


that, and they may be 600 to 900 feet away.  So the 


real answer is, yes, they can probably work out a 


workable solution for the situation such as yours.  


But I want to follow up, I'll follow up 


on the CRP thing, to just make sure I'm telling you 


exactly the right answer.  


MR. RON FERSON:  Thank you.  My name Ron 


Ferson, F-E-R-S-O-N.  


Okay.  You talk about these power lines 


coming in, and the 1,000 feet between the posts.  


But now I have a large wetland to the east of my 


property that is going to stretch it out more than 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


27


1,000 feet.  I mean, what are you going to do?  Are 


you going to put a post right in the middle of that 


wetland or what?  


And, secondly, a lot of that area that is 


covered by the current map is forested land.  Are 


they going to clearcut underneath that line for 150 


feet and wipe everything out or what are they going 


to do with it?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The question about 


wetlands is probably a little easier to answer.  


There are a number of mitigations to deal 


with wetlands, typically, and number one is 


avoidance, of course, wherever you can.  There are 


times where your second best option is to span it.  


There are times when that's not possible.  It's not 


unheard of that a pole will go into a wetland.  And 


in that case it would have to get a special permit 


from DNR so it's done the right way to match DNR 


requirements.  So it's not like it would never 


happen, it would rarely happen, but when it does 


need to happen it needs to be done in adherence to 


DNR rules.  


And the second question, if there's no 


alternative, and those are things we need to know, 


where is the situation where you think this is not 
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passable, this wooded area, and maybe it's something 


we don't -- we can't just pick up off of our maps 


and I would love to here the comments that explain 


that for the local knowledge that I wouldn't have in 


St. Paul.  But that 150-foot area does need to be 


cleared.  There can be other kinds of vegetation 


underneath, but anything that's going to grow up 


into the wires needs to be cleared. 


MRS. FERSON:  It's all forested land 


there.  


MR. RON FERSON:  Then you need access and 


all that crap too, right?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It requires maintenance 


access roads.  The company needs to have some way to 


access the easement.  So that may be from a local 


road and they can get onto the easement and go, but 


it depends on the situation, it's very site 


specific.  


MR. RON FERSON:  Have them run right 


along the freeway fence. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The thing we're not out 


here to say, and I should have said upfront, the 


thing we're not out here to say is we can put in a 


high voltage power line and there won't be impacts.  


There will be some and some of them will be, 
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depending on who you are and where you are and how 


it impacts you, there are impacts.  Our job is to 


find out a way to mitigate where possible, to avoid 


where possible, and to minimize where the impact is 


inevitable.  And the first choice, of course, is 


routing where there would be fewer.  And the second 


is ideas on how to manage or mitigate where we have 


real problems.  So if anybody comes out here and 


tells you that you can put in a power line and 


there's not going to be environmental impacts, 


that's just not true.  


The next person?  Come on up.  


MR. ROGER PRIMUS:  I'm Roger Primus from 


West Union Township.  


Why can't they follow the old railroad 


bed from Alex down to Albany?  It wouldn't have to 


go over everybody's land.  


And is there stray voltage involved in 


this line for dairy cattle?  


That's it.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Again, I'll answer 


questions as well as I can at this point and tell 


you where we can look for more.  The railroad bed, 


tell us about it, write it down, tell us why it's an 


option and how that would work.  Anything that you 
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can sketch and any additional information you can 


add.  


MR. ROGER PRIMUS:  Yeah, and you wouldn't 


have to put up with all the farmers.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  We're absolutely looking 


for local ideas.  So you want to get that in.  


The stray voltage question is an 


interesting question.  We will address it in the 


environmental impact statement, that is on our list, 


but you can address it in your comments as well if 


you have things you think we need to say about that.


MR. ROGER PRIMUS:  You know, farming is 


our livelihood, if you wreck our dairy herd, we're 


done. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The point is, the way this 


should go, and in a transmission line situation 


where you're not crossing over distribution lines, 


or distribution lines that are feeding into a 


feedlot or a -- 


MR. ROGER PRIMUS:  Well, you'll be 


crossing a transmission line going into our place. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  A distribution line?  


MR. ROGER PRIMUS:  Yeah. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  So in those cases where 


it's possible with some kinds of things where a 
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stray voltage situation would occur, you should talk 


to the company, if it comes down to that, and make 


sure.  Because there's no way that that needs to 


occur.  If it's occurring, there's a problem that 


can be fixed, in most instances.  


MR. ROGER PRIMUS:  Yeah, but you've got 


that high voltage, there's an electronic field 


coming off of there, isn't there?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The question that the 


gentleman asked is are there electronic fields 


coming off of there.  Yes.  And we also address 


electronic fields.  Electronic fields are not 


necessarily the same situation or impact as stray 


voltage, it would really be kind of different 


phenomena.  But we will talk about it in the 


environmental impact statement.  


And here's the question and here's the 


comment I also have.  Your comment to me, I'm not 


trying to give you a simple answer, because a lot of 


these things aren't simple questions.  So if I come 


up with an answer, don't assume that that's the end 


of it.  We're going to look at it.  And in each 


environmental impact statement we revisit what more 


do we know about an issue than we did last time.  So 


we will definitely look at it.  
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And the electric and magnetic fields we 


also will definitely be reviewing.  In each case we 


talk about what the actual impact would be, what the 


best knowledge about that is as far as current 


science would be.  So, yes.  


MS. CHRIS WIEBERDINK:  I'm Chris 


Wieberdink, W-I-E-B-E-R-D-I-N-K.  I live on County 


Road 21 in Alexandria and the proposed alternate 


route would go right across the road from our house.  


But I want to clarify a couple questions.  


One, you said the 150-foot right-of-way 


does not include service roads?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Probably not.  


MS. CHRIS WIEBERDINK:  And how much space 


does that take up?  And how many feet -- how often 


do you need a service road?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I'll let you ask your 


other questions to see if I have an answer for you.  


I'll have Darrin come up and talk about that, 


because he can speak about what they need.  And, 


again, they'll probably be using access that already 


exists, but I'll let Darrin talk about that for a 


couple minutes.  Go ahead and finish your questions.  


MS. CHRIS WIEBERDINK:  Well, then, to 


clarify, you said with his concern about 
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transmission lines being over his farm, you said 


that should not have to happen.  And you mean any 


transmission lines or these particular larger ones?  


You said you should talk to the company, you mean 


Xcel, or whoever has the lines right there?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, I'm not saying that 


that line will come over farmland.  Certainly the 


transmission lines almost certainly come over farm 


buildings.  The question is do they interact with 


existing distribution lines, which the distribution 


line ties into a building, then it might be a 


question.  


MS. CHRIS WIEBERDINK:  Okay.  And when 


you say it'll be covered, like stray voltage and the 


zones of -- what was the word you used for the 


other, not stray voltage, but -- 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  EMF. 


MS. CHRIS WIEBERDINK:  Yeah.  That you'll 


be covering that in the environmental study and then 


at the next meeting we would address whether -- 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Whether we did it right or 


not.  


MS. CHRIS WIEBERDINK:  Yeah.  That's the 


way you do it?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah.  
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MS. CHRIS WIEBERDINK:  And lastly, then, 


if we make our statement on a piece of paper or 


whether we make it today, either way it has the same 


amount of impact and it will still be looked at so 


people don't have to come up and talk?  If they're 


not comfortable they can write it down?  And if it 


doesn't seem to be addressed in the next thing 


correctly, or enough, then they will have time to go 


back and get more information as long as it's by 


February 12th?  I guess that's it.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  February 12th is 


definitely the deadline for this comment period.  


The other points, and probably my nodding doesn't 


really get on the record very well, I think Janet's 


called me on that before in the past.  


That is absolutely correct.  Whichever 


way you feel comfortable making a comment, or if you 


want to do both.  If you feel you've made your 


comment now and don't have anything to add in 


writing, that's fine, it's officially made.  If you 


prefer to write it down, flesh things out, or don't 


feel comfortable speaking in front of a crowd, 


that's fine as well.  


Next?  


MR. DUANE KAUFMAN:  My name is Duane 
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Kaufman.  


First of all, I'd like to find out what 


the urgency of this project is.  Are there certain 


areas in the state or wherever that need this 


additional power?  Because, correct me if I'm wrong, 


I'm under the assumption that in this area, or maybe 


other areas of the state, the usage or consumption 


of electricity is down considerable.  I don't know 


if that's our economy times or what it is, but I 


know our usage is down compared to what it used to 


be.  


And the last question is where are you 


getting your power from when you hook onto Fargo?  


Because I understand at one time you had no feed 


into this project.  Correct me if I'm wrong.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Explain your question, no 


feed?  


MR. DUANE KAUFMAN:  Well, I understand 


you didn't -- I understood that there was no source, 


where you were going to hook on in Fargo, where you 


were going to get the electricity to transmit this 


line.  Are you getting it from North Dakota from the 


coal plants out there or where are you getting it?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I can address those two 


questions real quick, but I already forgot to go 
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back to Darrin for that question and we'll go back 


to him right away after that.  


The situation on is this needed is -- 


it's something that was addressed in the certificate 


of need process.  There was a similar one-year 


process that went on about this.  The assumption by 


the Commission and the experts was that we need to 


look at long-term trends and that a bad economy 


might not be the best indicator of long-term trends.  


Among all other facts, the final decision was made 


by the Commission that these lines are needed for 


the growth of use in this area.  And as a matter of 


fact, as Darrin pointed out, the Commission said 


that in addition to that we need to plan ahead for 


future growth and so these need to be double 


circuited.  


There will be a connection in North 


Dakota, it will all be connected to the grid.  There 


is no physical way to say for sure where power is 


coming from.  Will power come from North Dakota coal 


plants?  Probably.  Will it come from North Dakota 


wind farms?  Probably.  And wind and then energy on 


the grid actually flows both ways.  So it's where 


the demand draws the generation.  


And, Darrin, can you come up and talk 
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about that stray voltage situation?  


MR. LAHR:  And access roads. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And access roads.  Well, 


you don't need to talk about stray voltage.  Access 


roads.  Thank you. 


MR. LAHR:  Access roads.  I'm trying to 


remember who asked this question.  


We'll have temporary access for 


construction.  So we'll try to use existing roads 


that are out there now for normal construction.  If 


for some reason we've got a long run where we 


couldn't run down the right-of-way that's been 


established, so the 150-foot right-of-way, if we 


couldn't run down for whatever reason and there 


wasn't another access road somewhere that existed 


today, we would work with the property owner to see 


if we could place an access road.  We don't have a 


specific distance required between access roads.  So 


through construction and after maintenance, most of 


the access is going to be through the 150-foot wide 


right-of-way that will be established once the line 


is built.  So most of it is going to be within the 


right-of-way.  We'll set up some temporary stuff as 


we go and work with the adjacent landowner if we 


need something additional.  
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MS. CHRIS WIEBERDINK:  And that can be 


done later?  


MR. LAHR:  And that can be done later, 


correct.  Once we know what the route is, then we 


can move to the next phase of actually trying to 


figure out where within the route it's going to be, 


and if that's where it's going to be, how do we get 


to it.  


One other thing I want to add in.  


Someone was interested in where within the route 


would the line be.  And obviously we don't know that 


with any degree of certainty.  However, when we made 


our application we did include in the appendix a 


proposed alignment.  So if the green route was 


chosen or if the blue route was chosen, this is 


where, right now, this many months out, this is 


where we would think we would start looking at this 


side of the road or the other side of the road.  And 


that's in those documents and it's also on our maps 


in the back.  Again, that's first cut, it's not 


engineering, it's an initial look.  


MS. PAULA HEDSTROM:  Hi.  I'm Paula 


Hedstrom, H-E-D-S-T-R-O-M.  


Just back to basics.  What are we looking 


for?  Within the route, what are the criteria for 
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what you're looking for?  High ground?  Obviously 


not low ground, not over residential areas, if 


possible.  And how -- I know it's so complex you 


can't probably describe it very easily, but what 


happens when you have all these other lines 


underneath?  And you are going to have to crisscross 


highways.  Please tell us what we're looking for?  


How can we help you pick a route if we don't know 


what we're looking for?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  All right.  And that's an 


endless question.  The other thing that people will 


come and ask in the same vein is, you know, I have a 


month here to look at this, the company's had two 


years, how can I come up with a better route?  But 


we're looking for as much information as you have.  


If there are problems, we can look at them and we 


can start them out, we can say, well, you know, 


here's something that this just won't work.  Or, 


well, here are some issues, but let's evaluate what 


kind of impact it would have and are they going to 


work or are they not.  I don't think there's a magic 


set that just says automatically this route doesn't 


work.  


For instance, the gentleman suggested a 


railroad bed.  Maybe that's available, maybe it's 
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not.  But we may not think to look at it unless you 


come up with it.  And on a 169-mile route, it's more 


likely that we aren't going to think of it because 


there are just too many local issues that we 


couldn't possibly see.  


Now, I would tell you, I wish I had a 


pattern or a list.  The Minnesota rules cover some 


of the things that the state considers important in 


how they're listed.  Especially going along existing 


infrastructure, if at all possible.  So if there are 


other lines there, maybe they don't cross, maybe 


they can go in parallel to another line if there's 


already a corridor that has been created.  It's not 


a simple question or answer.  


MR. GLENN BENNETT:  How much water can 


you cross?  How much water can you cross, how wide 


an expanse of water can you cross?


COURT REPORTER:  And what is your name, 


sir?


MR. GLENN BENNETT:  You don't want to 


know my name. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, since you're not 


really making a comment, I suppose it's not 


absolutely critical that we have your name.  


The spans on this are up to 1,000 feet.  
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There are different ways to go about spanning it.  


If you want a real explanation, Darrin can explain 


it to us just how far you can span over existing 


water.  


MR. LAHR:  The spans that we can run are, 


I mean, extremely long.  You can go much, much 


longer than the 1,000 feet easily for big river 


crossings and stuff, it's done all the time.  What 


it comes down to is you have to have very, very 


large structures and enough fall.  So if you're 


crossing a big river or something, there's a lot of 


fall, I mean, they can be much, much longer than 


1,000 feet, I mean, easily double that for spans.  


We just look at normal running length and 


span length.  We like to keep 1,000 foot.  If we run 


into a situation where we're adjacent to a pond or 


something and it's maybe 1,200 feet or 1,300 feet, 


we'll look real hard at that and see if we can do it 


with something that's not too extraordinary from a 


structure standpoint and still be able to stay on 


the same line if we're on it, cross it, and rather 


than try to go around it.  


So from our standpoint, we'll run 1,000 


feet normal, if we run into something where it could 


get 1,200, 1,300 feet, we'd like to try it and we'll 
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do that.  But we don't see anything exotic in this 


type of line like a big river crossing.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Keeping in mind, the 


longer the span, the taller the tower.  So if that's 


the option.  The way these lines are coming in here, 


I believe Darrin mentioned earlier, they're probably 


averaging about 150-foot tall towers, so they're not 


small structures to begin with.  


Okay.  Well, we're here, let's hear it.  


MR. ROD JOHNSON:  Rod Johnson, Moe 


Township.  


The question I have is that you made the 


comment that during construction they'll use 


existing infrastructure, your roads that you have.  


Many townships, you know, their roads are not made 


to handle the equipment that's going to be going 


over there and I'm sure there is going to be a lot 


of damage done.  My hope is that the roads will be 


put back in the shape they were when they came in, 


but I hate to see the townships have to get into a 


battle with the state on who does what, and so 


that's my comment.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  A good comment.  And yes, 


the applicant does need, in some cases, special 


crossing permits, utility permits for roads.  
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MR. BRIAN WITHERS:  Brian Withers, 


W-I-T-H-E-R-S.  


I guess in the state's priorities in the 


past, they've been higher level for birds and 


insects than humans and livelihood of man, and I 


hope your considerations would change in some 


instances.  Kind of a general comment, but...  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  I appreciate 


the comment.  I would address that there is a list 


of environmental impacts, including human impacts, 


yes.  One would hope.  So you'll be able to review 


and analyze when we do our report whether we've 


given that sufficient weight.  But I believe, yes, 


we do socioeconomic, the human impact.  But yes, a 


good comment.  


I'm here for awhile.  I'm going to be 


here until tonight's meetings. 


MR. GLENN BENNETT:  Are we paying you by 


the hour?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah, unfortunately, I am 


paid by the hour, only eight of them a day.  


I'm not going to twist arms to come up 


here, but I will twist arms to hope that people will 


make comments one way or the other, here or on the 


record. 
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MR. GLENN BENNETT:  This time I'll tell 


you who I am.  I'm an affected landowner.  


Who made the decision to include a 


provision for three more conductors on this line?  


And will that apply to the Fargo to Monticello part, 


or Fargo to St. Cloud part?  I understand it's 


already a fact from Monticello to St. Cloud.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The certificate of need 


was for Fargo all the way to Monticello.  So 


originally this project was conceived as one 


project.  It has been split up into two, as far as 


separate route permits.  But for the certificate of 


need there was one and the decision precisely that 


you're questioning was made by the Public Utilities 


Commission.  They added an addition that said not 


only is this needed but we think more is needed. 


MR. GLENN BENNETT:  That was made, but no 


input from the public?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, I beg to disagree 


with you.  


MR. GLENN BENNETT:  Well, they didn't ask 


me, I'm the public, affected landowner.  And on this 


one line where you kind of took this job -- I don't 


know which scenario it is, but there's one of these 


lines you took a jog down to the Pope/Douglas line, 
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then you cut diagonally across -- what was that, 


Grant County.  Whose decision was that?  Who 


requested that?  You see, that's where I live.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you, affected 


landowner.  What we have before us today, and this 


is a solid answer, honest answer, is what the 


applicant has requested.  Having done their research 


and having put together their public meetings and 


their engineers, they've come up with their 


proposal.  Over the next year we're going to 


evaluate is that the best one or do we have a better 


one.  Whichever one we take, how do we make it to be 


the least impactful as we can.  


MR. GLENN BENNETT:  One more comment from 


affected landowner.  


This looks to me similar to a change that 


was made when the DC line was put through.  They 


decided then that they didn't want to go south of 


Starbuck.  Well, let's run that puppy through 


northern Pope and Stearns County.  That was a 


terrible mistake on the utility's part.  This Grant 


County might be the same thing.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  


MR. NATE WALTER:  Nate Walter, Westport 


Township.  
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My farm is just north of the existing 


power line, and I would be between the existing and 


this alternate route.  When will we know, if it's 


not going to be the primary route, so a person knows 


when it's time to fight.  


And two, as far as this electromagnetic 


field, is there any provisions that we could get our 


farms checked prior to this being built and have 


them checked again after it's built to see if 


there's a difference?  And what are our rights to 


sue, or whatever, if it starts causing a problem?  


Because there's been plenty of other farms that have 


went under because of it, and there should -- they 


should be willing to pay for some readings, or 


whatever, prior to construction to see where we're 


sitting to start with.  


And, too, do they pay for crop damage if 


they do need to access and all that stuff, too.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The second answer is real 


simple.  Yes, they would pay for any crop damage 


that took place during construction on the easement 


or in the access, the temporary access.  


I don't think that it would be any 


problem for them to come out and do a reading before 


and after.  In our environmental report, we should 
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be able to tell you right upfront what it will be, 


how much the EMF -- or the magnetic field would be 


so far away from the centerline anyway, but there 


would probably be no problem measuring it.  The 


problem is, if you're looking for some kind of a 


legal judgment, there is no state requirement on 


what an acceptable magnetic field level would be.  


But, again, you can review in our 


environmental report, again, we'll be updating what 


we have as our best known science at the time.  


Again, every time we approach a project we revisit 


some of those same questions to see if there's 


something new that we need to know about.  


MR. TERRY GIESE:  Terry Giese, Section 4, 


Land Township.  G-I-E-S-E.  


I have a runway on my farm and this 


alternate route is coming right by my runway.  We 


run spray planes in and out of here, plus private 


planes.  And I'm very concerned about this.  I've 


had a couple buddies that have hit wires.  I never 


have.  


And I've got another question.  On these 


alternate routes, now, my understanding of 


electricity is a straight line is your cheapest way 


of moving electricity.  And with all these jogs, 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


48


which I understand for the whole route is another 


like 40 corners and to the tune of some astronomical 


amount of money added, additional, I mean, it really 


doesn't make a whole lot of sense.  


And then I've got an answer for this 


young man who was up here before.  If you do have to 


start battling this thing, you get a condemnation 


proceeding started.  Find a good attorney.  


Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  There are -- that's an 


interesting question.  What it comes down to in the 


end, once there's a permit, there is -- the PUC says 


this is where they can go, so the next step in the 


process, of course, would be the utility would come 


out to the affected landowners and attempt to 


negotiate a settlement.  A settlement might include 


what you think the easement on the land is worth, it 


might include what you might consider compensation 


for some type of impact.  The reference Mr. Giese 


makes is to the condemnation process.  Which is if 


the company and the landowner can't come down to an 


agreement or a negotiated agreement, then there is 


the eminent domain process, so then it would be 


arbitrated by a panel.  


MR. TERRY GIESE:  Explain all the jogs in 
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your system.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, first, I want to be 


really clear, it's not my system. 


MR. TERRY GIESE:  You're the leader.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  We at the state have it in 


our hands now to evaluate.  And that's an excellent 


point.  It's definitely an issue to be evaluated.  


How much is that costing?  How much loss is there on 


the lines due to this?  How does that compare to the 


other impacts of why they're avoiding something?  


Again, the company proposes to do the straight line, 


for the most part, so that's their preferred line in 


this case.  But we will be evaluating what those 


impacts would be on both lines.  


MR. DENNIS PAULSON:  Dennis Paulson.  


From the information I've gotten after 


different meetings, the comments from some of the 


people putting on the presentation was that the 


Department of Transportation does not want this line 


on the interstate right-of-way.  And they've got 


a -- they politically have a lot of power in the 


state of Minnesota.  What would you suggest we do to 


influence them to approve the interstate route?  


Because everything I've been told when I've been to 


the different meetings, they said that if they don't 
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want it there, they would have the, you know, 


they're politically strong, apparently.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I would attempt to avoid 


what are the politics, but I think it might be, if 


that's what you heard from people, it might be an 


oversimplification that they offered, that the 


company wants to put it there but the DOT doesn't 


want it.  The DOT, inasmuch as it pains me to defend 


them in this instance, is at -- their position of 


they are the managers of that right-of-way and that 


easement and it's their responsibility to maintain 


the safety of the transportation and the reliability 


of the transportation system.  


That being said, there's nothing that 


automatically says that this can't go by there.  And 


I don't believe the DOT is saying no, you can't go 


by here.  There's a lot of negotiation already going 


on in the Monticello line of, if we do this, how 


close can we get and what will be the impacts and 


what do we need to do to see if this could work.  So 


I think it's definitely under negotiation at this 


time.  It's definitely not off the books.  As a 


matter of fact, the whole preferred line, for the 


most part, goes along that.  And in Monticello to 


St. Cloud it definitely goes along the highway all 
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the time.  


So, no, there is good hope that some 


resolution will come.  What the DOT needs to do is 


they need to manage along their procedures and 


policies.  And that's not just them, what that 


means, then, is they have to answer to the Federal 


Highway Administration, and then the feds have to 


come in as well.  So there are a lot of issues.  


There are some possibilities for exceptions and 


exemptions, there are some ways to work around it.  


What we need to do is be very clear on what we know 


to be the impacts and what would be the political 


fallout shouldn't have play if we do our jobs right.  


But that might be a dream world.  


This is your best opportunity today.  


That's a good idea, we can take ten, give 


Janet a chance to get together, and then think about 


if you want to add something or if you want to do it 


offline, that's perfectly acceptable.  All right, 


thanks.  


(Break taken.) 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay, everybody, if we 


could reconvene for a minute.  


If we can reconvene for a few minutes, 


and if you still want to talk to Darrin or people in 
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the back of the room, that's okay after that.  


I just want to call people together 


because I want to make sure that while we're here 


that everybody who wants to say something today at 


the meeting gets the opportunity to do so and have 


their fair chance to do that.  


Again, you do not have to comment at this 


meeting to comment.  Just if you comment by mail or 


e-mail or some other form, just remember the date of 


February 12th.  And commenting today is equal to 


that.  


Does anybody else have anything left that 


they want to add today?  


UNIDENTIFIED:  How much do people get 


paid for having this on their lap?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The gentleman asked what 


do people get paid.  And that's something you're 


going to have to negotiate with the company.  The 


state does not become involved in the final private 


transaction between a landowner and the utility 


company.  So there is no standard that I could say, 


it's a negotiated settlement with the company.  


UNIDENTIFIED:  Do you have a ballpark?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I'm sure Darrin's land 


agents would speak to you.  
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This is your last chance.  Otherwise, I 


just really want to thank you for coming out, we had 


a good turnout, and feel free to hang out for awhile 


and ask questions or send in your comments.


(Meeting concluded at 3:01 p.m.)
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  So who would like to start 


us out here?  Who has a question or a comment or an 


idea that they want to talk about?  


MR. ED PERSONS:  I have a simple 


question.  My name is Ed Persons.  


A simple question.  In choosing a route, 


does the -- who chooses the final route.  


The second question, part of that, is it 


an all or nothing thing?  The preferred route, the 


alternate route, or do they mix and match?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's an excellent 


question.  We're asking from you, again, for pieces, 


if you have pieces.  Now, it's not one wins or one 


is voted on.  We're going to take a look at the 


whole line and try to evaluate, to the best of our 


ability, what's a solid solution.  That may be part 


of this line, part of that line, part of another 


line, or any of those things.  


And the answer to your first question is 


it's actually the Minnesota Public Utilities 


Commission.  A set of five commissioners appointed 


by the governor for a commission who make the 


decisions on the utility situations, like rate 


hearings and routing and siting issues, that's done 


by the Public Utilities Commission.  
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Please come up.  


MR. RICHARD HOLLERMANN:  I used to milk 


cows, and electromagnetic -- 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Can you give your name?


MR. RICHARD HOLLERMANN:  Oh, Richard 


Hollermann, H-O-L-L-E-R-M-A-N-N.  


And I'm kind of interested in this 


electromagnetic field.  And what I've learned the 


last couple years is it's kind of a weird deal 


because the only place that it's a problem in the 


world is in North America.  And I think I would like 


the state to at least be aware of that.  And I'm 


sure they are, but to at least have this line 


engineered so that we don't make the problem even 


worse than what it is now.  


I know last summer, I learned of a family 


in Otter Tail County that used to milk cows and they 


claim that they've got three kids that have birth 


defects caused by electromagnetic.  And from a 


liability standpoint, I would really not like my 


light bill used to pay some slick lawyers that are 


going to have to fight this thing.  You know, why 


don't we just fix this ahead of time and then we 


don't have to mess with this liability issue, or 


what could arise from electromagnetic fields.  
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That's the end of my comment.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  You didn't ask 


a question, I won't answer it, because -- but we 


will be addressing the issue.  There are two 


issues -- 


MR. RICHARD HOLLERMANN:  I'm really 


excited to see that you had it on here. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  There are at least a 


couple issues involved in that, and in every case, 


whenever we do an EIS, we'll attempt to go back and 


find the best science available at the time.  In 


other words, the state has done a white paper report 


from the Health Department, they've made some 


statements about EMF and its possible effects.  And 


we each time will go out and see if there is 


additional science that is useful for us to know 


about.  


The issue of EMF is that there will be 


electric and magnetic fields.  The electric fields 


are regulated by a condition of the permit to be 


within a certain limit so that you can protect 


against electric shock underneath the -- directly 


underneath the power lines.  For instance, if you 


had a combine under it or something of that order.  


The magnetic field are an entirely 
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different thing.  We will be addressing them, but 


those are fields that also exist everywhere 


regardless, but there will be additional fields from 


the power line.  But they dissipate out from that 


centerline quite a bit.  So the centerline will be 


at least 75 feet away from the edge of the easement.  


All I can say at this point is we will 


continue to address it and find out to the best of 


our knowledge what the body of science is about it 


to this date.  Right now, as I said, we regulate by 


condition the electric fields.  Right now, in 


Minnesota government or in PUC rulings, there is no 


level that's been stated as safe or unsafe.  There 


are levels at several of the different agencies like 


OSHA or other ones like that, but at this point in 


time in the states there are only two states in the 


country that have any kind of limits on that.  And 


those limits are well above what would show up from 


a power line like this.  So that's where it stands 


today.  There's a lot of information and a lot of 


opinions out there.  We will be looking at that 


question.  


MR. RICHARD HOLLERMANN:  Okay.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The other side of that, as 


the people talk about, which is a really different 
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problem, is the stray voltage, where the people that 


do dairy farming have come up with that, issues 


about the dairy farming and whether that will affect 


the cow production, the milk production and that 


type of thing.  And that's a different sort of 


problem and we'll address that as well.  But that's 


a problem that can be -- that is a situation that 


shouldn't exist if it's done right.  So that's 


something that can be taken care of, whether it be 


engineering, or something that can be taken care of 


with the utility and something that needs to be 


addressed so the stray voltage issue doesn't become 


an issue.  You know, EMF exists, stray voltage does 


not need to exist as an impact, so...  


MR. RICHARD HOLLERMANN:  The way I 


understand it, if it's engineered correctly, we 


won't have the problem. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's right.  As far as 


the stray voltage is concerned.  We can't engineer 


away anything electric with current that creates a 


magnetic field.  That will exist.  


Who is next?  


MR. ROLAND JURGENS:  My name is Roland 


Jurgens.  


And I guess my question, maybe it's two 
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parts here, how much from the decision of the routes 


is economically driven?  And economically driven on 


one side from the standpoint of cost of each route, 


the second would potentially be the benefit of each 


route.  And, I mean, my particular thought is the 


second route or the alternate route would definitely 


benefit more and save renewable energy and wind 


resource because of the area where it's going 


through.  So that's my question.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Unless there is access to 


some particular substation along the way, it 


probably -- there probably shouldn't be a lot of 


difference about access for wind on the system, 


because that will have to come into the line and it 


really wouldn't tie into a 345 kV line, a 


superhighway kind of line. 


MR. ROLAND JURGENS:  It all ties 


together.  It also creates an outlet for an area.  


And I'm not really talking about interconnection, 


I'm talking about the economics.  How much of this 


decision on which route will be chosen, is it going 


to be based on economics or is it completely 


environmental, how does that come into play?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Excellent.  And I can't 


tell you this much of this much or whatever.  
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Because the PUC has to come down and they have to 


evaluate this record.  And in our environmental 


impact statement we'll have addressed, hopefully, 


enough to make a solid decision.  But we'll be 


addressing socio and economic impacts to people 


along the line.  We'll be addressing the economic 


impact to ratepayers, how much is this line going to 


cost compared to that line.  Is deviating from here 


and doing all these extra corners or something 


that's going to add a significant cost, how does 


that weigh against the environmental impacts that 


it's going to balance against.  


I'm glad I don't make that decision.  


That's the Commission's job, and it's a tough one.  


So if we do our job right along the way and we make 


our input we'll at least get the facts on the table 


for them to evaluate.  


I'm not going home tonight, so I'm not in 


a hurry to get out of here.  So if people want to 


talk, we're here.  And until I go, they've got to 


stay (indicating).  


Does anybody else want to get their 


comments or questions on the record tonight?  Again, 


it's not your only opportunity, by any means.  We 


really look forward to getting your comments into 
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the system in as much detail as you can help us get 


of where you talk about alternatives is really 


helpful for us to think about.  


MR. ED PERSONS:  Ed Persons again.  


Does the development of this transmission 


line make it possible for community wind activities 


to tie in in any way or not, and how would they do 


that?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The power line is -- there 


is a couple ways to answer that question.  And this, 


by the way, if you haven't learned this already, 


it's better to make comments than questions because 


I always have a two-tiered answer to everything.  


The wind connections to this line, again, 


this is essentially a superhighway, so it is doing 


some local connection.  So it's essentially a 


superhighway, the 345 lines, when we're talking 


about the interconnectivity part, it doesn't 


necessarily offer a lot of that right here.  But the 


answer is there's no distinction on that line for 


the interconnection between community wind at this 


time and any other kind of wind.  So when the wind 


gets on the line out here in North Dakota somewhere, 


it may be all North Dakota wind blowing in at some 


time.  Or maybe something coming from Minnesota, 
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depending on how the future development goes.  But 


the grid is a quirky thing.  It's all one large 


system over several states called MISO, the Midwest 


Independent System Operator, and they manage that 


system.  And so the state doesn't really control 


what electricity comes from where and goes to where.  


And I can't exactly answer very clearly how much 


wind in Minnesota would be enhanced by this line.  


That's a tricky question.  But we can look at that 


as a question.  


MR. BILL INGEBRIGTSEN:  Bill 


Ingebrigtsen, I-N-G-E-B-R-I-G-T-S-E-N, common 


spelling.  


The question, you talked about the power 


line, the need, which I certainly understand, but I 


guess it was maybe the Xcel gentleman that mentioned 


that, that they came through with their first 


proposal and said no, we're going to have to put 


towers up so we can expand for alternative energies.  


Isn't that we're talking about, is wind farm energy 


that's going to have to be pulled onto this grid 


eventually?  Alternative energies, is that what 


you're talking about?  Is that what he was talking 


about.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Is that the extent of your 
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question?  We're not holding you to the final word.  


Yes, generally speaking.  The certificate 


of need did consider that when that was before the 


Commission, that this was going to be a source to 


bring in alternative energy and for the most part 


that would be wind from the Dakotas.  But the grid 


will carry whatever energy is out there.  So some 


people have asked before, will it carry in coal from 


the Dakotas?  It may well carry in energy from the 


coal in the Dakotas.  But it's being built to expand 


the capacity in Minnesota to meet its renewable 


energies.  That is part of it.  


MR. BILL INGEBRIGTSEN:  Maybe an 


explanation of what those are?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Right.  Right.  In the 


recent past, the Minnesota legislature actually set 


a standard for, instead of an operating guideline as 


it was in the past, there's now a standard that says 


in Minnesota, by such and such a date, 2012, 2016, 


2020, 2025, expanding up to where most public 


utilities would have to produce at least 25 percent 


of their retail energy that they sell would have to 


come from renewable energy.  And for Xcel Energy 


that number is 30 percent, being Minnesota's largest 


utility.  So that means they have to bring in a lot 
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of wind and we have to have a lot of wind.  


So the infrastructure that exists in the 


state to date is arguably -- at least considerably 


deficient.  So to meet the Renewable Energy Standard 


there needs to be anywhere from 3,000 to 6,000 


megawatts of wind projects.  So if a wind project 


that's going up in Clay County is 100 megawatts, if 


you can think of that, 6,000 megawatts is a lot of 


wind turbines and a lot of transmissions.  But 


that's the plan moving forward, and it's a long-term 


plan, I would say.  


MR. ROLAND JURGENS:  Roland again here.  


I'm going -- I'm not sure how to pose 


this as a question, but maybe a comment.  I guess I 


kind of look at this that we need to look at 


Minnesota's socioeconomic benefits before we look at 


the Dakotas and I think that needs to be considered 


in the routing of this line.  You know, right now in 


MISO there's 29 gig of wind energy that's been 


requested.  Now, three to six thousand megawatts, 


you know, that's 29,000 megawatts.  We don't, you 


know, it's kind have been identified, I don't think 


we need to import a lot out of North and South 


Dakota for Minnesota, so I guess my question is why 


aren't we looking at putting an effort into our 
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state instead of a different state with this line?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And that brings up a lot 


of questions.  Are we going to need a lot of other 


projects in the state to do this job?  Yeah, that's 


another issue altogether.  The need for this line is 


actually several layered when that whole process 


went by.  It was a need to shore up the local 


infrastructure in Alexandria, in St. Cloud, and in 


Monticello and in Fargo.  It was to add capacity for 


growth and it was also to bring in renewable 


resources.  So that's why this line was decided it 


was needed.  And, by the way, when the Commission 


makes a decision of need, they mean this is needed 


and this is where it's needed.  So that does not 


eliminate your comment by any means.  


MR. CHRIS NISKA:  My name is Chris Niska, 


it's N-I-S-K-A.  


So primarily the end user of this line 


would be the Cities and who else?  That's all.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It's not entirely a 


flow-through project.  The answer is they're shoring 


up the Alexandria switching station, they're shoring 


up the St. Cloud substation and building a new 


substation in St. Cloud.  So it's not just a 


throughput system.  
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MR. CHRIS NISKA:  But Alex will tie onto 


that, the city of Alex won't be on this thing. 


MR. LAHR:  Yes, it will.  This is Darrin 


from Xcel.  The City of Alexandria does tie into the 


115 grid here.  Alexandria happens to be sort of at 


the tail end of different 115 systems, which is why 


we have a problem in this neck of Minnesota.  By the 


time it gets here you're kind of running out of gas.  


We need a good, strong source in this area to keep 


the voltage up to keep things going.  


If you talk with Al Grauser here at the 


City of Alexandria, ask him, you know, what he 


thinks about this project and what it's going to do 


for him as a utility, it solves his problems for 


beyond his retirement.  And this is definitely about 


local reliability, plus the other things, the growth 


and the wind power.  So it definitely helps this 


area.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  


MR. DOUG NAVRATIL:  Doug Navratil, 


N-A-V-R-A-T-I-L.  


My question is approximately what is the 


cost per mile to construct the line?  


MR. LAHR:  Ballpark cost is about $1.5 


million per mile. 
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MR. NAVRATIL:  1.5 million a mile.  I 


hope they consider that in the route because we're 


going to all be paying for it. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  You are correct.  That 


didn't get on the record, I don't think, but he 


mentioned that we will all be paying for it.  And 


yes, it does come down to a rate case sometime down 


the line.  Yes, cost is definitely a consideration.  


Again, one of many that the Commission has to 


balance, but it is definitely in the mix.  


MR. BILL INGEBRIGTSEN:  Bill Ingebrigtsen 


again.  


Maybe just a clarification as the 


alternative route versus the green route.  Could the 


energy company come up and say what the cost of both 


those routes would be, approximately?  Is that a 


fair question?  Just for people to know what the 


difference is.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And that information is 


actually published in the application.  And by the 


way, if you can go online and review this 


application, these kind of maps are really included 


in there, but if you don't have a real broadband 


system, we also have placed copies of the 


application in the local libraries so you can see a 
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physical copy.  So just for your reference in the 


future.  


MR. LAHR:  This is Darrin.  The short 


route is in the neighborhood of $270 million.  The 


alternate route, the blue route is -- I should 


rephrase that.  The blue route is technically 


shorter in Minnesota.  Overall in North Dakota it's 


longer, but it's shorter in Minnesota than the green 


preferred route.  But it's still more expensive, 


it's about $310 million.  So the short route, which 


is the alternate, is actually more by about $60 


million.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Which, as Darrin said, 


doesn't count what goes in on the North Dakota side 


of the line eventually.  


MR. DENNIS PAULSON:  Dennis Paulson.  


Is there -- have they been considering 


the additional cost involved in tying the wind power 


that's being proposed and being built in western 


Minnesota, the fact that it'll be further to get to 


the primary chosen route versus the alternate?  Or 


wasn't that a consideration in determining this 


alternate route in the western part of the state?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  Let me explain 


that, what the route actually does.  The blue line 
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is shorter on the Minnesota side.  But in either 


case, the blue line would cross over and run north 


of Fargo to a new substation, where the green line 


will cross the border and run into a new substation.  


Either one will run into the new, what is it called, 


the bison or the buffalo substation, the bison?  


MR. LAHR:  Bison. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I guess that makes sense.  


So either one will have the same impact on the 


system as far as the connection point.  Both will 


end up in the same place.  


MR. DENNIS PAULSON:  My question is, 


though, this alternate route would be closer to the 


proposed wind farms that are being set up here in 


western Minnesota. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's an interesting 


point.  As he said, they'll be closer to the wind 


farms.  But, again, this is essentially a 


superhighway and not necessarily designed to be an 


on ramp for individual wind farms.  If somebody has 


better intelligence to say about that better than I 


do, go ahead.  


MR. LAHR:  I think the way to think about 


this is from a capacity standpoint.  This line is 


going to create more capacity in the entire 
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transmission system because the electricity that's 


in the underlying system now has another place to 


go, we've created more capacity.  So while it may 


not interconnect directly to a wind farm, there's 


going to be more space available in that lower 


voltage transmission system that is closer to the 


wind farms so that it can continue to move the 


energy up into the superhighway, as David said.  So 


think of it as adding capacity to the system, the 


lower voltage system, even though we're connecting 


not directly to that wind farm in western Minnesota.  


Does that answer your question?  Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah, thank you, Darrin, 


that made much more sense to me than what was coming 


out of my mouth.  


Okay.  People are slow to come forward, 


but I don't want to push us out of the meeting until 


people are ready to go.  Because I'm going to give 


you an opportunity.  So I'll just tell you that at 


the rate it's going I'm going to allow people to 


leave their seats in about five or ten minutes 


unless somebody comes forward and wants to spend the 


time and give us a little comment.  


Of course, I'll allow for awhile that 


we'll all be here for individual questions, but that 
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doesn't really get anything on the record, if we 


want to have something on the record.  And keep in 


mind, we will be taking comments through February 


12th.  So however that's convenient to you, you do 


that.  


MR. DALE BLUME:  Dale Blume, B-L-U-M-E.  


I guess I have a question about what do 


you know as far as the effect on cell phones, 


computers, stuff that's going to be close to it, and 


how far is it going to affect it?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I don't know that it's had 


any effect on cell phones or computers, I don't 


think there's any study on that.  Darrin?  Excuse 


me.  Not that I don't take that as a comment.  And 


if people come forward with comments, even if we 


have an answer tonight, it's likely to go back and 


see is that a real question, is that a concern, is 


that something we should look into a little more.  


So even if we say tonight that that may not be an 


issue, I'll go back and we'll find out is that 


something we should talk about and look at. 


MR. DALE BLUME:  Well, we farm under that 


real big one, and your radio does not work 


underneath that power source.  


MR. LAHR:  Which type of radio?  
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MR. DALE BLUME:  Oh, your AM/FM.


MR. LAHR:  Typically AM will have a hard 


time with transmission lines, but generally FM, you 


shouldn't be having any trouble with it.  When we do 


get radio interference on transmission lines, it 


does occur, it's typically due to something that's 


not working quite right on the transmission line.  


Now, I realize these aren't complicated structures, 


they're just wires hanging from poles, but what you 


can get is cracks in insulators and loose hardware, 


which will get a little bit of arcing going.  And 


that arcing, then, can cause interference in FM 


signals and sometimes TVs.  So if there is any issue 


with interference that seems to be different than 


normal, I would contact the utility and see if 


they've got a hardware issue, it is something we do 


run into.  Generally, with cell phones, we don't 


have any issues.  As a matter of fact, in many 


places cell phone antennas are placed on 


transmission towers.  Because it's a dual use, you 


don't have to put up another antenna, you can put it 


on an existing transmission tower, so that isn't a 


problem.  


UNIDENTIFIED:  Does any of this end up in 


like Stearns Electric or local REA?  Is that the 
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deal?  


MR. LAHR:  (Nodding). 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yes.  Darrin's nod is yes.


MR. LAHR:  I was going to make a comment, 


that there's a big differentiation here, and I think 


we can confirm, and I'll pose it as a question, but 


this is an AC line versus a DC line, and when you 


talk about the big line around here, it's the DC 


line, I'm assuming.  


UNIDENTIFIED:  It's the one with the -- 


MR. LAHR:  That's the DC line, which is a 


completely different technology.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, I'll hang out here 


for awhile.  There are still cookies, there's 


coffee.  Counting down quickly.  


MR. ROLAND JURGENS:  Roland again.  


And this might be better directed at 


Darrin, but I'd like to have a little information on 


why the alternate route is so much more expensive.  


Is it because of the number of turns?  I mean, I 


just would like a little more information on that, 


if you could please expound on that.  Thank you.  


MR. LAHR:  You bet, I'd be happy to.  The 


biggest reason is the amount of angle structures 


that you see in here.  When you think about a 
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transmission pole and you think about six very large 


wires pulling in any one direction on that pole, it 


really creates a lot of stress on it.  So any time 


we run into a little bit of an angle, it doesn't 


have to be much, even a couple degrees, we have to 


use heavier poles and we have to use bigger 


foundations.  So you're talking about more steel and 


more concrete going into a bigger hole.  You can see 


there's a lot more what we would call dead ends, 


where you actually have to make a 90-degree corner 


to get through some of these areas.  


Now, that's what adds to costs.  So you 


start talking three times the pole price easily 


versus the straight pole.  One of the things that 


you can do and the way they used to do things is you 


build a straight line.  But in this area, that 


means, you know, we're trying to get in a diagonal 


direction here, we're trying to go northwest, 


southeast, and that means you're cutting people's 


property on the corners.  And we heard loud and 


clear when we first came out and started talking to 


people, they didn't want their property bisected and 


we needed to be looking at the property divisions.  


So in doing that we create a lot of corners, we 


create a lot of extra cost, but we create happier 
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landowners.  So it's a trade-off.  


MR. ROLAND JURGENS:  Just a follow-up on 


that question for my own personal information.  I 


mean, why -- I mean, the route that you have there, 


you're following Highway 9 for quite a ways and then 


you begin to cut corners for a long way.  Why wasn't 


it just more of a direct route down 9 and then 


straight across and run to Alex?  I mean, there's 


existing corridors there.  I'm just asking the 


question. 


MR. LAHR:  Off the top of my head I can't 


remember what all the issues were.  The way we 


review these routes, any of these routes, is at one 


point, you may remember the map with literally 


thousands of segments on here, and what we do is we 


just compare segments against each other, which ones 


has more sensitivities and which ones has less 


sensitivities.  The one that has less sensitivities 


gets carried forward, the one that has more gets 


taken off.  So pieces that we wound up with are what 


we felt were the least sensitive.  I mean, 


obviously, they are still impacting people, but they 


were less than some of the areas we were looking at.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  If you have other 


potential solutions, you don't have to bring them 
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tonight, but you can bring them to us during the 


process.  


MR. ROLAND JURGENS:  We will.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  People, I'm not going to 


hold you here against your will.  But -- oh, one 


more comment.  Okay, good.  


MR. AL HANSON:  Al Hanson.  


I guess I don't know if this is the 


proper place or not, but I was just wondering how 


far from a residential housing area that the power 


line will run or how close can it be.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Interesting question.  And 


there's -- the only real answer is that for the most 


part they would be outside of the easement.  I think 


we could safely say that.  So there would be no 


house closer than 75 feet.  


All right.  I appreciate your attendance 


here tonight.  I hope this helps you as well.  Send 


in those cards and letters.  


(Meeting concluded at 7:36 p.m.)
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  But I want to open it up 


to questions.  We're going to have people raise 


their hands.  This may take a while.  If we get a 


large number of people wanting to speak, maybe we 


can line up and come up and speak in a while.  


But, in fact, as a start off, why don't I 


get an idea from the top of how many people think 


they're going to want to speak today at this meeting 


by a raise of hands?  Well, okay, I know that's not 


true by experience.  And I'm glad, because as we go 


along things will spark your questions and spark 


your interest and you'll be able to comment.  


But, okay, perhaps we don't need to line 


up, but maybe we'll try going back and forth and 


running around and if that doesn't work -- 


MR. MARK WOLLSCHLAGER:  Maybe if we just 


get the microphone to where it needs to go, that 


will work.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  All right.  


MR. RICK ROSEN:  My question is, why are 


you avoiding as far as staying along I-94 all the 


way down?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Is that it?  


MR. RICK ROSEN:  Yeah.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  We need your name. 
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MR. RICK ROSEN:  Rick Rosen, R-O-S-E-N.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And just a matter of note, 


I will -- and if it's helpful, I will answer a lot 


of these simple questions, and we want your comments 


on a lot of things, but it's very helpful to know 


things like that and I'll be happy to answer some of 


those.  Some of those Darrin might need to answer.  


But through the long process the company 


came out and held public meetings outside the state 


process.  And during their process of feedback, they 


came up with an idea of bypassing certain areas of 


I-94 for a number of environmental reasons.  


Now, let me put it to you that that does 


not mean that that's off the table.  When we're out 


here talking about scoping and the environmental 


document, we're talking about finding viable 


alternatives to what the company has come up with as 


well.  So one of them, and, in fact, we're holding 


an advisory task force in that area of local 


government officials, we'll begin meeting on Friday, 


this Friday, and we'll be discussing alternatives 


just like that and questions just like that.  So is 


it possible that before we're done and before we get 


into an actual environmental review there will be an 


option that goes down 94 that we look at, I think 
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it's very possible. 


MR. DAVE EBAUGH:  My name is Dave Ebaugh, 


E-B-A-U-G-H.  I live in Brockway Township.  


I'd like to take off on the last comment, 


I-94.  I'd like to have it in the document that the 


I-94 route be considered as an alternative from the 


Freeport to the new Quarry Hill substation.  This 


alternative, it'll be realistic, must include 


variations with slight detours and must consider 


possible undergrounding for short segments in some 


of those problematic areas that have been talked 


about.  


I'd also like to mention that this here 


particular easements, we live in Brockway Township, 


and it goes over my house, my home, a barn, that 


kind of thing.  And also it goes -- there are 


protected wetlands.  


Now, I have already submitted some 


documents on the wetlands.  It's known as Shepherd's 


Lake.  I live on 380th Street in Avon.  And by going 


on the perimeter of Shepherd's Lake, this is a 


protected wetland that is a remnant of the 


St. Wendel Bog area.  There's nothing rarer in 


Minnesota than St. Wendel Bog.  It's the rarest of 


the rare.  That's very poor insight to consider 
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going through a wetland, on the perimeter of it, and 


also it shoots up north on the eastern perimeter of 


the wetland.  


Another concern that I have that affects 


a lot of us is what you would call contiguous 


landowners.  If I'm successful and get this moved 


off my land a few feet, it's still 150 feet from my 


property.  We have 60 acres of a home, there's no 


way I can sell a home for what it's worth if it goes 


on my neighbor's cornfield.  So I'm very concerned 


that if I'm successful in moving it off the 


property, my property a few feet, I sit here with 


all the consequences, no compensation, and in some 


cases no communication from CapX 2020.  


So those are the three concerns that I 


have.  My wetland, contiguous owner, and also the 


I-94 route.  Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you, sir.  Next 


hand.  Well, I didn't pack this room in like 


sardines to unpack it this quickly.  We'll get some 


more.  


MR. AL MEIER:  I'm Al Meier, I'm a 


property owner in Farming Township.  


And I guess my question, also, is why not 


study the route along Interstate 94 to a greater 
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extent?  And I think that the possibility is if you 


get into areas where it's environmentally sensitive 


and you're going through residential areas, why 


can't you put it underground in some of those areas, 


rather than the high line poles?  Might that not be 


more acceptable to go through environmental areas? 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you, Mr. Meier.  I 


think there are a couple comments in there and at 


least one question, I think, so I'll try to answer 


your question quickly.  Or perhaps, too, given 


Mr. Rosen's comment.  I think what will come out of 


this is a lot of comments, and already has, that 


perhaps we should be looking at the I-94 corridor 


all the way down.  And it seems like a great 


possibility that an option like that would end up in 


the environmental impact statement.  


How we go about that is an interesting 


question, and that's also a matter of that, and 


we're really interested in how people have ideas 


about how that would work.  


Mr. Meier mentions undergrounding.  


That's actually a possibility in some instances.  


It's a matter of weighing a number of things.  Is it 


practical to do, how much expense will we put out, 


how do you balance the expense against the 
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environmental costs.  So there are a lot of issues.  


I'm not saying one would work, one wouldn't.  I'm 


saying we will definitely look at the options.  


And then, of course, we'll go through the 


process, and the ones who have the tough job in the 


end are the Public Utilities Commission because 


they'll have to weigh those options.  Their job is 


to make responsible use of the environment, their 


job is to protect ratepayers, their job is to serve 


the state to produce electricity.  So it's an 


interesting and challenging job they would have and 


will have.  


MR. RICK ROSEN:  Rick Rosen here again.  


We have a lot of dairy farmers in here.  


If there's stray voltage, how can we -- how are you 


going to stop it?  Stray voltage kills.  And dairy 


is our livelihood.  So what are you going to do if 


there is stray voltage?  Even though you say there 


isn't, there will be.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Mr. Rosen's question is 


about stray voltage.  And, again, we do review this 


issue in past environmental impact statements, we 


will revisit what else we can learn from newer 


things.  But I think the bottom line is that I'm not 


saying stray voltage doesn't occur, I'm saying it 
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shouldn't occur.  So if stray voltage occurs after a 


transmission line is in, whether it's caused by some 


kind of problem with a distribution line, whether 


there's some trouble with the transmission, whether 


there's some trouble with the local system, stray 


voltage needs to be fixed.  And if it exists, then 


it will be fixed.  


MR. RICK ROSEN:  What do you do with the 


loss?  As far as the farmer loses cattle, what are 


you going to do with the loss?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  We'll speak from the mike, 


but Mr. Rosen says what do we do with the loss, and 


I'll leave that as a comment on the record at this 


point in time.  


MR. DAVE EBAUGH:  I'd just like to add a 


comment to the stray voltage.  The State of 


Connecticut has required by law that all 


transmissions in urban areas go underground.  And 


this is found very easily on the Internet by 


Googling Connecticut stray voltage law, because of 


the danger of electromagnetic fields, EMF.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's an interesting 


point.  I wanted to differentiate, and as a matter 


of fact, both of those issues are issues that we 


look at very closely.  But the difference in the 
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issue is stray voltage and EMF fields are very 


different things in actuality.  


Stray voltage, again, should not occur.  


If it does occur, there's probably a technical 


problem that can be fixed.  EMF will exist with a 


transmission line.  It's an electric field and the 


state permits have regulated how much of an electric 


field can exist one meter above the ground.  The 


applications and the engineering are set to meet 


that.  But there is, in fact, a magnetic field, any 


time you have electric current moving there's a 


magnetic field in your lights, in your electricity, 


and in a greater extent in power lines.  


So we have, again, in past EISes 


approached the issue, the State of Minnesota has 


approached the issue in a white paper from the 


Health Department.  But in each case we look and we 


go and find what's the best science that's available 


now, what has changed, what is happening.  So we 


will in the environmental impact give you the best 


information that we know at the time.  Probably not 


a definitive word because the discussion goes on.  


But I will not say that it won't exist.  We'll 


decide what kind of a problem, think about what kind 


of a problem it may or may not be and what are some 
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of the mitigations that may or may not exist to 


approach it.  


Is that it?  


MR. PAUL EISENSCHENK:  Paul Eisenschenk, 


E-I-S-E-N-S-C-H-E-N-K.  


I, along with Joe Shiffler, just recently 


final platted and improved a seven lot rural 


development not a quarter mile south of 380th Street 


and a quarter mile west of County Road 10.  It has 


room for the addition of seven more lots and there's 


another single lot out there.  So the residential 


area is north in Albany, you can't get south of the 


freeway too much with the industrial park back 


there, but we're very concerned with the negative 


financial impact that these towers would have on our 


project, as well as to the sight, or unsightliness 


of the towers, so I want to go on record as being in 


strong opposition to the route that includes 380th 


Street and County Road 10.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  I knew there 


were some questions or comments lurking out there.  


That's the way it should be.  That's why we're here.  


MR. DALE MIDDENDORF:  Hello.  My name is 


Dale Middendorf, M-I-D-D-E-N-D-O-R-F.  


I was just wondering, like if you go 
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along the interstate and stuff, you can't go in the 


interstate right-of-way, right?  You're going to be 


on either one side or the other side?  Or like along 


roadways and stuff, how far out in the fields and 


stuff are you going to get?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  If you didn't hear the 


gentleman, Mr. Middendorf was asking if you run 


along I-94, what's the opportunity to share 


right-of-way with the existing highway?  


MR. DALE MIDDENDORF:  Yeah, where would 


you put the line. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Right.  The way it stands 


now, the company is not suggesting, and MnDOT 


wouldn't like the idea of putting anything in the 


right-of-way.  The company has plans to put -- has 


planned possible alignments.  Again, alignments 


won't come until after a permit is done and 


everything.  But they're talking about possible 


alignments, putting a pole within 10, 25 or 75 feet 


of the highway right-of-way.  


A discussion is ongoing in this case, in 


the Monticello to St. Cloud case, in the Brookings 


to Hampton case, with the DOT, with the Energy 


Security office, the PUC, with a number of players, 


and with the Federal Highway Administration is 
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exactly what is the answer to that question.  So 


there's not a simple answer today, but it's 


incredibly important and we need to find out how 


close we can get to that right-of-way.  Can we 


approach within five feet of it, is it going to 


impact the Minnesota Department of Transportation's 


ability to manage their right-of-way safely and 


responsibly?  So there's not a final answer to that 


yet, but it is in full force investigation at this 


point in time. 


MR. DALE MIDDENDORF:  Is that for 


township and county roads and everything?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Township and county roads 


are a very different kind of a thing.  In many ways 


they can go within five or ten feet out of the 


right-of-way, as Darrin was explaining earlier.  


That way, using a lot of the highway right-of-way in 


like -- and using it, about half of the private 


right-of-way that would be required otherwise.  And 


in any case, that is generally the case.  The idea 


is to go where an existing corridor exists so we can 


make as little impact on a new corridor as possible.  


That sometimes will be county and township roads.  


And with a line this big, it's hard to say, 


sometimes property lines, so.  
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MR. DON STILLER:  My name is Don Stiller, 


I'm a township supervisor.  S-T-I-L-L-E-R.  


My comment, when I see and read about 


this project, we have an existing corridor and it 


seems like this is what you want to use.  Now, 


wherever you go, whether it's north or south or an 


alternative right-of-way, you're going to be 


creating problems.  Now, since you have just 


momentarily stated that you'd want to stay in an 


existing corridor, why not stick to that premise and 


then whatever problems you get in that corridor, 


deal with it.  When you start widening it out you're 


going to have a problem one way or the other and 


you're just creating more problems.  Why not stick 


to that premise of an existing right-of-way, which 


is on I-94, and deal with the problems as they 


arise.  


Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you, Mr. Stiller.  


I'm assuming that's a rhetorical question, but yes, 


I think I can definitely say we will be fully 


considering that as a possibility.  


MS. KARI KERFELD:  My name is Kari 


Kerfeld, K-E-R-F-E-L-D.  And we live on County Road 


17 on a family farm, generation after generation, 
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we're there 24/7, the line goes right through our 


farm.  


My concerns are health issues and future 


generations' health issues.  You may pay us, but 


what about the future generations?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  


MR. MARVIN THIELEN:  Hi.  My name is 


Marvin Thielen, T-H-I-E-L-E-N.  I live just east of 


town here, I have approximately a mile of it that 


would run through my property.  


My concerns are, one, you know, it really 


widened out to us in the last maps that came out.  


I'm really concerned about that.  And for 


compensation stuff, too.  You know, it's a one-time 


deal, the way you say.  Why can't we get payments 


every year out of this here project?  It's serving 


all the public.  And already we have 32 acres of 


roads through our property alone.  Now we're dealing 


with a power line.  What's left for us?  And I have 


a farm that's getting close to 150 years in the 


family.  I'm very concerned about that.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  By the way, I'm leaving 


comments as comments, I'm trying not to elaborate my 


own situation on any of these.  Unless you have a 


specific question, I would be happy to try to 
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answer, but...


MR. DON STIFFLER:  I got another 


question.  Why did it broaden out so far just east 


of town here?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The question is, why does 


it -- 


MR. DON STILLER:  The primary route. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah, the green route, why 


does it widen out west of town.


MR. DON STILLER:  No, east of town. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It does that in a couple 


other places.  So the general answer is usually, 


like if it's along the highway and there's a problem 


running there, they'll usually try to figure out a 


way to get around it.  And it may not be able to be 


just moved over just a few hundred feet, it may need 


to move a long ways.  So typically the way the 


company has thought this out is they've included 


that whole green part, but what it really probably 


means is that they're contemplating the possibility 


along the highway or they're contemplating a part 


along the outside of that green line.  But, in the 


end, right, there are possibilities, if the state 


does grant a wider variance in that area for a 


route, that it could actually go anywhere in that if 
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that's the route that's permitted.  


Darrin, is that about right?  


MR. LAHR:  Yeah, I'd say that's accurate.  


MR. JOHN WILWERDING:  John Wilwerding, 


it's W-I-L-W-E-R-D-I-N-G.  


I just have a question around what, as 


individual property owners, we can learn and have 


easy access to regarding the history of discussion 


on the proposal, the proposed route, in regards to 


what official local government bodies are coming in 


with with their opinion.  I would like to know and 


have access to what comments any municipality might 


have regarding what their opinion is with their 


local government level about where the tower -- 


where the line should go.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  And if you 


mean anything that comes into the state, anything 


that comes into the state will be public data.  So 


if there's conversations between the company and the 


local municipalities, that's a different issue. 


MR. JOHN WILWERDING:  If that is true, I 


would like that information too made public. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, that would be, of 


course, outside of my capability.  But I understand 


the comment, duly noted.
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MR. PAUL EISENSCHENK:  Paul Eisenschenk 


again.  


My comment is that with the people 


benefiting from this transmission, and I'm not 


opposed to transmission, but with the local 


landowners here and the farmers and their health 


concerns, I think the burden should by on the co-op, 


the electric companies, to ensure our safety.  And 


if that means putting the lines underground and 


there's less stray voltage with that, even if it 


costs more, that they have a duty and a 


responsibility to do that.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  Thank you.  


I'm not going home until 10:00 tonight, 


so if you want to take the opportunity to comment on 


the record here, that's great.  If you prefer to 


write in, that's great, too.  But, you know, any of 


your comments may be informational for your 


neighbors as well.  So feel free to take an 


opportunity here today.  


I'm not going to force people to sit here 


in this crowded room, I don't suppose I can, but I'm 


still going to wait just five more minutes just to 


make sure everybody has a chance.  So think about 


what you want to say and jump up.  I can't impress 
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enough how important it is that we know from the 


local people what we can't possibly know looking out 


the window at the capital in St. Paul.  


MR. ART KERFELD:  I've got another 


question.  Art Kerfeld, K-E-R-F-E-L-D.  


I too feel it should stay along the I-94 


corridor.  My question would be if we go underground 


or if it can be gone underground, is there a problem 


with cooling or the heat that's generated?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It can go underground, 


yes, so the answer to both is yes.  There is 


definitely a problem with the cooling.  It's a 


fairly significant cost factor of five to seven to 


ten times the cost per segment of underground line, 


depending on the situation.  For a line as big as a 


345 kV line, it would typically have to -- it will 


be buried in concrete and conduit, but it would also 


have to be insulated with oil to keep the heat down.  


So there is a cost involved and there's also a 


maintenance cost involved.  Which, if there's a 


problem on a buried line, it's not as easy to find 


as it is on an overhead line and it's certainly not 


as easy to repair because you have to enter vaulted 


areas and fix the line.  So in a line that could be 


fixed that day, it would take maybe a week, maybe a 
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month to fix, so on redundant systems that could be 


a problem.  So, again, first question, it can be 


done.  Is it the right decision in a certain 


situation?  It may be.  But there is the other side 


of the coin.  


MR. ART KERFELD:  Well, my question had 


more to do with the cost and why you had one versus 


the other.  I think you kind of answered it.  What 


is it, about five to ten times more for underground?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah, I think that's a 


fair estimate.  Darrin?  


MR. LAHR:  We usually say seven to ten, 


but it's significant. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It depends on the stretch 


and any number of stretches and topographical 


issues.  It is more expensive.  Again, money is not 


the only topic.  If you notice, these lines, this 


blue line alternative is shorter, but it actually 


costs more money because of the way that it's 


structured and turns and everything.  But then there 


are other environmental impacts for one against 


another.  So, again, all the issues that the PUC has 


to cover, they have to balance those, and cost is 


one of them, but it's not the only one and it's not 


a final one.  
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MR. MARVIN THIELEN:  Marv Thielen again.  


What's the ramifications about going 


right down the middle of the interstate?  Out in the 


Dakotas there's places that the lines run right down 


the interstate.  Why is it Minnesota has such 


different rules than other states?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  There are different rules 


in other states, but the Minnesota policies and 


procedures don't allow anything in their restricted 


access highway right-of-way of that nature and 


definitely not in the median.  Certainly not in the 


median.  I mean, there may be some other utilities 


that get buried along there or something, but 


nothing goes in the median.  I can't really speak 


very well to other state rules.  


But the policies and procedures of the 


Minnesota Department of Transportation have to 


answer and be approved by the Federal Highway 


Administration.  So the policies that they've set up 


are in place.  So if they do seek exemptions to 


certain things, then it will have to go through 


federal review as well.  But I can't picture a 


situation in which the lines would go down the 


median of I-94.  


MR. PAUL EISENSCHENK:  Paul Eisenschenk 
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again.  


With the economy being in shambles the 


way it is, has Xcel or any of these utilities 


applied for some of that stimulus money that 


everybody hears about to create jobs and upgrade our 


infrastructure?  I mean, it seems like putting this 


line underground, I would be less opposed to it, and 


that would be a very labor intensive process and 


create a lot of jobs for the area.  There's a lot of 


construction people that would love to be part of 


that.  And maybe, you know, are we going after some 


of that stimulus money where we could put it 


underground?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Interesting question.  


Outside of my realm of expertise, but it's an 


interesting question for the record.  


MR. LAHR:  Of the stimulus money that was 


available early on, I think there was some available 


for transmission planning, and we never applied for 


any of that money, and none of it would be specific 


to undergrounding, to my knowledge.


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Did you get any of that?


COURT REPORTER:  I did.


MR. LAHR:  I look at her when I talk.  


MR. DAVE EBAUGH:  Dave Ebaugh.  
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There's been a lot of discussion on I-94, 


and I guess I can't understand the deviation that 


has taken place.  


Because, first of all, we're in violation 


of two state laws.  One is Minnesota Statute 216E.02 


that specifically states that we must consider 


existing corridors, and that's like the interstates, 


and it's against state law to go against that unless 


there's exceptions.  And the next one is Pierre 


versus Minnesota Quality Control, and that says 


there's a policy of nonproliferation.  In other 


words, they don't want any more lines spread all 


over the rural areas to destroy these family farms 


that was talked about that has been in the family 


for over 150 years and exposure to wetlands and that 


type of thing.  So the I-94, by deviating you are 


basically going against two basic fundamental laws 


of Minnesota.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, thank you.  The 


concept of corridor consolidation and elimination of 


proliferation is an issue.  Pierre, of course, would 


be a court decision, not actually a state law.  


MS. JENNY SKROCH:  Jenny Skroch, 


S-K-R-O-C-H.  


And I also, along with the gentleman up 
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there, we own a dairy farm and we own 40 acres on 


Shepherd's Lake.  And our fields and Shepherd's Lake 


coincide and the line runs pretty much right through 


there, the preferred line.  I would personally 


rather have the line go through the wetland than our 


fields.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The bottom row is 


unusually quiet.  Now, of course, Energy Security 


staff will be here for awhile.  Darrin's crew will 


be here for awhile for additional questions.  Just 


keep in mind that none of that is officially on the 


record.  So you have to make sure that you make your 


comments here or you make them in writing to us at 


any time.  Again, your preference, we'd be happy to 


talk to you afterwards, but it's a slightly 


different concept at that point in time.  


MR. MARK WIECHMAN:  Mark Wiechman, 


W-I-E-C-H-M-A-N.  


The line is going to go through 


someplace, and I think to make the compensation 


worthwhile, if they send it along I-94 or wherever 


they go, they should make it really worthwhile for 


the people.  


MR. RICK ROSEN:  Rick Rosen.  


Just curious as to how deep a hole are 
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these poles going to be going in, and how much yards 


of cement is going in the ground?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I can have Darrin answer 


that question.  Why don't you run up here and talk 


about your structures just for a couple seconds.  


They are buried in concrete, but I'll let Darrin 


tell you exactly what they are.  


MR. LAHR:  The foundation size on these 


poles is going to vary depending upon the type of 


structure that it is.  If it's a pole that's in 


line, straight, with a bunch of other poles, the 


foundation doesn't have to be as large, so it might 


only be a six-foot foundation.  And the depth of 


that foundation is going to change depending on the 


kind of soils we're in.  So it's kind of hard to say 


how many yards of concrete will go into it.  The 


foundation could be 25 feet deep, it could be 45 


feet deep, it all depends.  


It also depends upon if it's a corner 


structure.  If we're making a bend, that pole has 


all the weight and strain and pull of those wires, 


those six wires, eventually, on it.  That foundation 


has to be much larger, you're probably talking about 


a eight or ten or 12 foot foundation.  So, again, 


your concrete is going to go way up in that 
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situation compared to what it is.  The pole 


thickness, also, a corner pole like that is going to 


be much bigger.  So it's really going to vary.  It's 


many, many truckloads per pole.  


MR. MARK THIELEN:  Just a question for 


you on this power line right-of-way.  Mark Thielen.  


On this right-of-way, is it -- it's a 


150-foot corridor, and is that a clearcut corridor 


or is it just a portion that's clearcut?  Can you 


fill us in on that.  


MR. LAHR:  The question on what kind of 


maintenance is there on the corridor, the 150-foot 


right-of-way, what do we allow for vegetation and 


stuff.  Really we're going to try to keep that as 


clean as we possibly can.  We'd allow some 


low-growing shrubbery and plants, but we don't want 


anything that's going to eventually reach up into 


the line where you would have ongoing maintenance 


where you'd have to be trimming regularly.  So 


low-growing stuff is going to be fine, but anything 


above that is going to be problematic.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Any quick questions for 


Darrin before he -- oh, yeah, he can sit up here.  


That's all right.  


MR. JOHN WILWERDING:  Yeah, I just got a 
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physics question regarding the lines themselves.  


Between the poles, what's the closest distance to 


the ground that they're going to be?  


MR. LAHR:  What you're talking about, 


basically, is the sag between the lines.  You got 


two structures on either end and the line sags in 


the middle.  The lowest arm is about 85 feet off the 


ground on the pole, the insulator itself is about 11 


feet long, and the lowest sag that we would ever 


possibly allow is 36 feet from the ground.  That's 


an absolute worst case kind of condition.  Most of 


the time it's going to be far, far above that.  


That's what we call the thermal limit of the 


conductor.  That's as hot as it can get, the most it 


can sag before it permanently deforms the cable. 


MR. JOHN WILWERDING:  Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yes.


MR. AL MEIER:  Your preferred route is 


not along Interstate 94 at the current time; isn't 


that correct?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Ask your questions and 


we'll bring back the mike.  


MR. AL MEIER:  I'm assuming that your 


preferred route is not along Interstate 94.  


Therefore, if you were along Interstate 94, you 
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would only need like 80 feet, rather than 150 feet 


of easement to go -- to construct the power line, 


number one, right?  


And then, secondly, you would -- there is 


a conceivable -- a possibility that you could go 


underground in environmental sensitive areas.  What 


are the environmental sensitive areas between 


Freeport where it deviates from Interstate 94 and 


down to near St. Cloud?  


MR. LAHR:  Thank you for the question.  


Our preferred route is along the interstate.  It's 


the green route along the maps.  There is one 


section where the preferred route is not along the 


interstate, in the area of Avon.  And that is 


clearly the part of our route that gets the most 


attention.  And maybe I'll just walk you through the 


logic that we went through when we were looking at 


what we were going to select for preferred routes.  


For those of you familiar with the area, 


if you start down on the Highway 23 and I-94 area, 


just out of St. Cloud toward St. Joe down there, the 


new substation location is right down there.  If you 


come up I-94, on both sides of the interstate you've 


got heavy, old grove stands of trees.  Now, are they 


a deal breaker?  No, they're not a deal breaker in 
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and of themselves, but they're one of the 


environmental sensitivities that we have as we go 


through there.  


As you continue on up towards St. John's, 


you've got service roads coming in towards Avon on 


both the north and the south side of the interstate, 


you've got residential houses that are up against 


those service roads, and you don't have very much 


physical ground between the interstate and those 


service roads.  There is not enough room -- there's 


not enough land with the available right-of-way 


that's there to get through there.  Which means 


you'd have to go on the private side of the service 


road, if you will.  Which means you're either taking 


out Columbia Gear, and what's the other one, D.H. 


Blattner on the south side, or some smaller 


commercial on the north side.  


If you get through there, and again, 


these are sort of the walk-through that we look at.  


So you've got the trees and then you've got the 


residential and the commercial and you've got Avon 


proper.  Getting out of Avon you've got Spunk Lake, 


both sides of the interstate, residential, houses, 


right up against service roads the whole way.  


Again, if we're going to go there we're going to be 
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taking out houses, lots and lots of houses.  And 


that's one of the things that we said upfront, was 


that our routes were not going to require any 


residential displacement.  If people wanted to move, 


that was one thing, but we weren't going to forcibly 


force anybody out.  So all of those residential 


structures are at least 75 feet from our line.  


Continuing past the Spunk Lake area, 


you've got a MnDOT right-of-way on both sides of the 


interstate.  Not just one side, both sides.  We're 


not allowed to go through those.  So as we continue 


on that whole corridor, it's not that there's a 


single issue, but there's this sort of layering 


effect where you have more and more impacts as you 


go.  


And as we looked at it, we went -- we 


think we need to be safe and we need a route that we 


think is buildable.  And we're not sure the freeway 


route is buildable.  If it gets added back into the 


environmental process, that's fine, and if the state 


says that you're going to go underground through 


that whole area, that's a decision they'll make.  


But from our standpoint it wasn't a wise decision.  


Someone is asking a question over here.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I'll get it.  I'll just 
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add as an aside to Darrin's.  In some cases, if 


there is a possibility of undergrounding as a 


mitigation, it would not occur in a situation of 


forestration, because you cannot grow trees on top 


of an underground power line.  So just for that one 


issue.  


MR. BILL BREDECK:  Bill Bredeck, 


B-R-E-D-E-C-K.  


You guys did a walk-through on that 


corridor on 94 there, well, you didn't do a very 


good job because you have the Burlington Northern 


just to the north of that.  And why can't you use 


the Burlington Northern?  It's a perfect route from 


Fargo all the way to St. Cloud.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And if that comes in and 


is in as a suggestion for an alternative, we'll look 


at if it's viable or not.  And if it's viable we'll 


look it and balance it against the other. 


MR. BILL BREDECK:  It's got to be cheaper 


to clearcut that then put it underground. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The gentleman's suggestion 


is it might be cheaper, and that's a possibility, 


but I wouldn't make any assumptions until we've done 


the full evaluation.  


MR. ART KERFELD:  Art Kerfeld.  No matter 
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where the line goes, is there a setback for aerial 


spraying on cropland from the line?  You know, like 


how close to that line can you come with a plane?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  How close to that line do 


you want to come with a plane?  I think the good 


sense of a typical thing, I don't think there's a 


regulation that exists that says exactly, but that's 


an interesting question.  


Who is this little guy?  He just sat here 


so well the whole hour.  That's amazing.  All right.  


MR. TIM KERFELD:  I'm Tim Kerfeld.  


On that proposed route, the new route on 


17, as you do your walk-through down that highway, 


how is the line going to zigzag through the farms 


that are right on 17, and there's a fair amount of 


residential housing on that 17.  How does that line 


go?  Does it just pick one side and then whoever is 


under it, so be it?  Or are they going to go back 


over 17?  


MR. LAHR:  The quick answer is I don't 


remember, but it is in our application and it would 


be available on the maps from the guys in the back.  


Like I said earlier, when we had the routes laid 


out, we did show what we thought was an initial 


alignment within the route.  So the application 
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shows this is what we're at least starting with, as 


far as what type of road we'd be on and where we'd 


be crossing.  The guys in the back can point it out. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  But, again, the Public 


Utilities Commission permits a route, which is 1,000 


feet, typically, in this case what they asked for.  


So the alignment they're talking about in their 


application is what their best thinking is at this 


time.  It doesn't represent what engineering would 


be.  But in many cases a line will be able to move 


back and forth across the road depending on the cost 


and depending on the impacts locally.  


All right.  Does anybody object to 


breaking now to step out and speak more privately?  


Speak now or come back tonight.  


I really appreciate you people turning 


out and accommodating the situation of the room as 


it is.  And hopefully this has been helpful for you, 


because I know it's very helpful for us.  


So thank you and tell your friends and 


neighbors we'll be here tonight.  


(Meeting concluded at 2:55 p.m.)
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  All right.  So this is 


your opportunity.  We'll -- anybody can get us 


started, just raise your hand and we'll get this 


going.


Now, some of you, again, are probably 


going to be reticent to speak in front of your 


friends and neighbors, but let me say this, you 


don't have to.  If you make a comment here on the 


record, if you make a comment written on the record, 


it's the same thing.  It's part of the record.  


The reason you may want to make it 


tonight is if you ask a question or make a comment, 


it may help your neighbors in the way they're 


thinking about it as well or answer some of their 


questions they may have as well.  So if you want, 


you have a possibility.  


So we'll start with you.  


MS. HILTNER:  My name is Shirley Hiltner, 


H-I-L-T-N-E-R.  I live on East Kraft Drive.  The 


letter that we wrote to Judge Linebecker (sic) when 


this all began, does that count as one of these, or 


do we have to resubmit that letter to you, David?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Are you referencing 


another case, or was it Heydinger, is that who 


you're thinking about?  
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MS. HILTNER:  Is it Linebecker?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Heydinger.  Yeah.  Okay.  


No.  That's an interesting question, the final 


answer being no, this is a different process. 


MS. HILTNER:  So we have to resubmit it 


to you?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  When the judge came out 


here about a year ago and held hearings, or more, 


that was for the certificate of need hearing.  And 


the PUC has completed that case and filed that case.  


And in May of 2009, they made a decision that yes, 


this is needed, and then the additional things that 


Darrin spoke about.  


So any of those comments are in a closed 


record at this time, so anything else really needs 


to be brought forward new. 


MR. MILLER:  I just have a comment -- not 


even a comment, I want you to go back to your 


schedule on your thing up there and what I want to 


see is exactly when you're going to start 


construction and/or the dates of everything that you 


had up there.  Would you go back to that, please?  


Tom Miller, M-I-L-L-E-R. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And, again, what is the 


date you're interested in?  
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MR. MILLER:  So exactly when is it you -- 


do you propose that you're going to start 


construction on this?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  Darrin, do you want 


to talk about the actual schedule from here on in?  


MR. LAHR:  We can't start any 


construction until we have a permit from the state 


of Minnesota.  On David's schedule, the permit from 


the state of Minnesota might be issued as early as 


November 2010.  


Once that permit -- 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Most likely later. 


MR. LAHR:  Most likely later than that.  


Once that permit is issued, then we would 


be making landowner contacts on the route that's 


been approved by the state of Minnesota.  So we'd be 


making landowner contacts probably three months 


after the state has issued the permit.  


After we've made landowner contacts and 


gone through the land acquisition process, then we 


would begin construction, probably not until six 


months or so after the permit date at the absolute 


earliest.  So six to ten months after permit is 


probably the earliest we could possibly see 


construction. 
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And am I correct, the last 


estimate is, the most likely in-service date is 2014 


for this segment of the line?  


MR. LAHR:  Yeah.  Probably. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  So from today until the 


actual event of firing up the line is quite a ways 


down the line. 


MR. FRANZ:  My name is Neil Franz.  I'm a 


resident of Farming Township.  And I've been 


involved in the process for a long time, and I'd 


just like to note my appreciation for the patience 


shown by Darrin Lahr in working with us up to this 


point.


For the record, I would like the EIS to 


include an I-94 route between Melrose and 


St. Joseph.  As an alternative to the I-94 route, I 


would ask that the EIS also include the parallel 


right-of-way which involves the Lake Woebegone 


Trail.


My purpose in making that suggestion is 


that I appreciate and I've heard the explanation of 


the utilities about the reasons why they would 


prefer not to site an overhead facility through the 


Avon Lakes, specifically Upper and Middle Spunk 


Lakes.
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But, you know, we've managed to bring a 


freeway through there, and we certainly have the 


technology, if necessary, to bring the power line 


underground, even for a very short distance.  


By my calculation, and I'm no electrical 


engineer, but I'm thinking that a mile and a half of 


underground would take care of their construction 


issue, and it would save 30 miles of inconvenience 


for the people in this room.


If we're going to go off through the 


county and through previously undisturbed land -- 


now, we all know, and the standard that we're 


supposed to be applying is one of nonproliferation, 


that you site the line along someplace that is 


already disturbed.


There isn't a spot more disturbed than 


I-94 in Stearns County.  My concern is that when 


these poles get located off of the freeway and 


first, we get the first string of lines and then we 


get the second arm loaded up.  And then, the next 


time they need something, guess where that's going 


to be located:  Right along that same route.  Let's 


keep it to the freeway. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  


MR. FRANZ:  Thanks, Dave.  
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MR. HYLLA:  My name is Scott Hylla.  I'm 


actually the chairman of a community-based coalition 


called the North Route Citizens Alliance.  


I'm a landowner in Brockway Township.  I 


actually have a farm there.  And we moved back to 


central Minnesota five years ago from Florida, we 


wanted to raise our kids in this environment.  And 


we actually bought our family farm that's been in 


our family since 1903.  My great-grandfather settled 


it in 1903.  So it's a Century Farm.  


Back in October, I'm sure -- I'm not 


unlike most of you in this room, I received a very 


specific platted document that highlighted the fact 


that this high voltage transmission line was going 


to be running through -- on my property, both on the 


preferred route as well as the alternate A route.


And we started to talk with people in the 


area.  We found out that there were a lot of people 


that were in opposition to the preferred and 


alternate A route for the high voltage transmission 


line.  


A little bit about NoRCA:  Right now we 


have 200 members -- just over 200 members, actually.  


We represent over 450 people that are a part of 


what's called the preferred and alternate A north 
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routes.  And that would be the routes that go from 


Freeport down to South St. Cloud, the green line, 


essentially, and then the blue line which runs just 


east of Melrose and it hooks up with the preferred 


route in the St. Stephen area.  


A couple of issues we've identified, and 


Neil, I think you put it very well, Minnesota's 


policy on nonproliferation.  What that does, it 


states that any new transmission line must be -- 


must utilize existing infrastructures.  Utilizing 


infrastructure such as roadways, including 


interstate highways, railroad rights-of-way, as well 


as existing transmission lines.  


They have to use existing rights-of-way 


to prevent the proliferation of new corridors.  


Because once that's established, Neil pointed that 


out, it opens up a whole mass of other options for 


rights-of-way for other transmission lines and other 


utilities.  


When you look at the CapX 2020 routing 


application, what our contention is -- NoRCA's 


contention is is that both the preferred and 


alternate A routes violate Minnesota's policy on 


nonproliferation.


What they're utilizing in their documents 
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is field and parcel lines.  For the preferred route, 


about 14 and a half miles -- actually, 15.6 miles 


when you combine field and parcel lines as well as 


just traversing general agricultural property.  


What that represents, out of 38 miles of 


the preferred north route, is 42 percent of that 


route creates new transmission rights-of-way.  


That's a direct violation of Minnesota policy on 


nonproliferation.  


The second thing -- the second issue that 


we have -- we actually have three major ones, is 


because of the violation of Minnesota's policy on 


nonproliferation, you have extensive destruction to 


Minnesota's protectable natural resources.  


We've identified significant natural 


resources along both routes ranging from the 


St. Wendel Bog Scientific and Natural Area that 


would be directly affected by the preferred route.


Avon Hills Forest.  I'm not talking about 


Avon Hills, I'm talking about Avon Hills Forest 


Scientific and Natural Area, that would be just 


between Albany and Avon, would be directly affected 


by the preferred route.  


Birch Lake State Forest, up in the 


northwestern part of the alternate A route, would be 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


11


affected directly, as well as Shepherds Lake 


(phonetic).  Right now, the Shepherds Lake 


Association -- the high voltage transmission line is 


slated to go right through Shepherds Lake.


The Shepherds Lake Association has been 


working with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to 


restore Shepherds Lake to a waterfowl management 


area.  Those landowners would be ill pressed to 


proceed with that project if the high voltage 


transmission line would go through.  


Finally, NoRCA has identified several 


historic properties along this route, namely Century 


Farms.  Century Farm programs, I'm sure a lot of you 


know, is part of the Minnesota Farm Bureau as well 


as Stearns County Historical Society.  We've 


identified 40 Century Farms that lie directly along 


the preferred and alternate A routes.


Running a high voltage line through those 


routes will ultimately ruin the natural integrity of 


those farms, including mine.  And I feel very 


passionate about that, and I know the farmers in 


this room -- you folks from St. Paul might not 


realize how passionate and emotional farmers feel 


about their land.  That's a very sensitive issue for 


all of us, especially Century Farmers.  Century 
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Farms are farms that have been in a family for over 


100 years.  We've actually identified one that's 


been in the family for over 150 years.  


A couple of other issues I just want to 


mention, the Stearns County Board of Commissioners 


has submitted a letter to David stating their strong 


preference for I-94 as the preferred route.  


When you look at the 450 people that are 


directly affected -- 450 households, you apply 


Stearns County statistics, 2.64 members per 


household, that equates to a city approximating the 


size of Avon that are directly affected by the 


preferred and alternate A routes.


What our recommendation is from NoRCA is 


to establish I-94 as an alternative route in the 


environmental impact statement in these problematic 


or high density population areas, utilizing slight 


detours or possible undergrounding to avoid those 


problematic areas.  


If anybody wants to join our 


organization, it doesn't cost anything, and I'm here 


to answer any questions.  Thank you.  


Thanks, David. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you, Scott.  


Who wants to go next?  This is your 
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opportunity.  You don't need a prepared speech.  If 


you want to make a comment or a question, please 


feel free.  It's whatever you want to do. 


MR. HYLLA:  Can I just say something 


else, David?  I don't need a microphone. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yes, you do. 


MR. HYLLA:  I just -- is it on yet?  I 


just want to encourage everybody to speak up now.  


What you say today or what you don't say could 


affect your families and your property forever.  So 


I encourage you to speak up.  Don't be afraid to 


speak up.  


Thanks.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I encourage the same.  


And, again, speaking up can mean speaking here or 


writing it down and sending it to us.  But whatever 


way works for you, we absolutely want to hear your 


voice.  


Because, to be honest, it's not -- and 


Mr. Hylla did not intend to insinuate this, it's not 


that we in St. Paul don't care, I can't look out my 


window and see Avon and see Melrose as you guys can. 


MR. HARREN:  John Harren, H-A-R-R-E-N.  I 


would just like to echo what's been said with 


keeping the I-94 corridor open in the EIS as a route 
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for this transmission line.  


Thank you. 


MS. MILLER:  I have a comment.  Sorry.  I 


should have said something.  This is Carol Miller, 


M-I-L-L-E-R.  We live right along I-94 near West 


Union.  And our farm is -- we also purchased the 


family farm.  And it's not quite a Century Farm, but 


pretty close.


We had to endure the I-94 corridor coming 


through our farm many years ago, splitting our farm 


into four sections.  Some of our land, we have to 


drive around three miles or three and a half miles 


to get to the other side.  


And so I understand that it's an easy 


route to go down I-94, but that doesn't always make 


it right that those people who have already had to 


have their land chopped up have to endure this line 


going through their property also.


And, also, there is also a lake that is 


right there along I-94.  And so that, you know, 


decreases land values and we have to look at it 


every time we open our door.  And also, we've given 


land to our children so that they're nearby.  They 


would also -- it would be in their backyards.


And what about the -- is there any 
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studies that have been done on how these power lines 


affect animals or people's health being too close to 


these power lines at all?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  In answer, yeah.  The 


tough part about any of this is, is if you're going 


to build a 345 kV transmission line, it's going to 


be a major impact and it's going to be an impact to 


somebody, either you or somebody else, and that's a 


fact.  


Now, what we do in the process is the 


best we can to weigh those balances.  It seems 


extremely likely over the course of time that some 


variation on the 94 line will be entered into the 


review, but that doesn't mean that elevates it.


The green line, the blue line, that line 


will be -- and other alternatives that people come 


up with will be balanced, will be weighted.  We'll 


talk about where is the best place where we can 


mitigate some of the problems whereas another.


Each of those places has huge 


difficulties, so it's going to be a long, thoughtful 


process.  And in the end, the Public Utilities 


Commission -- I'm glad I'm not on it, because that's 


a tough decision to make.  


And your other question, there are a 
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couple areas that we talk about -- and I think 


you're referencing, there are a couple phenomena 


associated with transmission lines including stray 


voltage.  Which is -- which can affect some dairy 


farms.  It's typically associated with problems with 


distribution lines, but it can be impacted by 


transmission lines as well.


The bottom line on stray voltage -- and 


we will review, again, in this instance, but the 


bottom line is it shouldn't happen.  If it does 


happen, it needs to be fixed.  That's the bottom 


line on that.  


Now, electromagnetic fields is another 


thing.  Electromagnetic fields is a question that's 


raised by people in each power line routing process.  


And we review it continually in our environmental 


impact statements, and we attempt to see each time 


as it comes up, we will go back, we'll review the 


best science available and reevaluate what we can.


The state has evaluated it in the past, 


the Minnesota Department of Health has released a 


paper on it.  It involves a couple things.  It 


involves electric fields which are regulated by the 


state.  In the permit conditions, it says it can't 


be more than eight kilovolts at one meter above the 
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ground.  And that's so that in an odd chance that 


you wouldn't be electrocuted during some large 


equipment use directly underneath the line.  And the 


way that the engineering is designed, this line is 


designed to go well below that condition point.  


Magnetic fields will exist.  If you have 


current, you have magnetic fields.  If you have 


current in your house, you have magnetic fields.  If 


you have current from a line, there's a couple 


issues.  


It's largest directly underneath the 


line, it dissipates as it goes out.  But the real 


question is, is there an elevated level of magnetic 


field that will be an impact on people who have a 


transmission line near them.  


We haven't found that in the past, the 


Minnesota Department of Health hasn't found that in 


the past.  But studies go on, there are people that 


will disagree with that.  We will look again in this 


EIS at the best science we can find to let you know 


what that is in the EIS.  


Feel free to speak, because I'm not 


leaving for a while here.  And even if you don't 


have a specific comment to make at this time, still, 


if you have questions of Darrin or myself or 
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anything, you can ask them here in this meeting, or 


if we can provide some quick information.


Or if you can point us, again, to things 


that were -- when you go back and look at that 


environmental impact statement, you'll see what we 


tend to address in these types of documents.  Maybe 


you see something we don't, maybe you see a 


different way of looking at it that we don't.  


So I think that's fairly important, but I 


can't come down and force you out of your seats to 


stand up and talk.  But I'm still going to wait a 


couple minutes here to give you that opportunity.  


MR. FRANZ:  Neil Franz, again.  And this 


is a question for you, David, are there other 


instances in the state of Minnesota of transmission 


lines of this size, say, 345 K (sic) or thereabouts, 


where they have been located underground, and if so, 


can you tell us about those?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah.  I don't remember 


the statistics exactly, but Darrin used to quote in 


some of his meetings around that, you know, Xcel had 


1,700 miles of transmission line and they have about 


four miles of underground line.  And that's not a 


direct quote, even though it's written down there.


But the point being, and not -- and by 
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all means, I'm going to talk a little bit about the 


difficulties of that, but that does not mean it 


might not be an appropriate mitigation in certain 


circumstances.  


The place where it won't mitigate is 


cutting trees.  Because if you have an underground 


line, you need to cut those trees regardless.  You 


need that same width of right-of-way and nothing can 


grow on top of that, so for that -- 


The other thing with a transmission line 


of this type, it's well over $1 million a mile to 


construct.  An underground line can cost seven to 


ten times that per mile.  Again, not to say that 


that might not be a decision that the Commission 


would make in certain circumstances if the 


mitigation was necessary or appropriate at the time.


But the other thing about it is the lines 


are difficult at this level.  A lot of times lower 


level transmission lines can be buried a lot easier.  


They can be insulated in rubber and put in concrete 


conduits and put underground.  


With a transmission line the size of a 


345 kV line, the heat is intense.  So they need to 


be cooled by oil moving back and forth through the 


conductors -- or surrounding the conductors.  In 
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addition to which, then, if there's any problems, 


they need to be accessed through faults and they 


need to be tracked down.


So that's a bunch of problems with it.  


The thing that the PUC is going to have to decide, 


again, as usual, is that this is a mitigation in 


many instances, but is it something that they're 


going to ask the ratepayers of Minnesota to pay for, 


or are they balancing the cost of this against this 


particular environmental impact.


I can't say that at this point.  But 


those are the issues or the questions they're going 


to have to ask as they look at the question. 


MR. HYLLA:  I just want to comment on 


undergrounding.  Scott Hylla.  I'm not an expert in 


undergrounding.  And Darrin, hopefully you could add 


something to this, it is substantially more 


expensive.  


But to get to your point about the heat 


buildup, it seems as though it's true, but that's 


really a concern especially in areas -- in locations 


where the ground is hard and dry.  What we're 


talking about is possibly through the Avon Lakes 


area where the easements within ditches are dotted 


with cattails, actually, and that would be a prime 
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environment to bury a line through.  


There's a lot of technology that's out 


there.  A company called American Superconductor out 


of Boston, Massachusetts, is actually a company 


that's developed a superconducted line for a 345 


kilovolt system that they utilize nitrogen gas as 


well to cool the line.


 Darrin, can you touch at all on the cost 


of corner posts in terms of how much more expensive 


is it to construct and install a corner post versus 


a tangent post?  


MR. LAHR:  You bet, Scott.  A couple of 


things to clarify on undergrounding, if this line 


were to be undergrounded, it wouldn't be 


direct-buried into the ground.  It would have to be 


encased in a conduit.  


Wire segments come on something like this 


at a maximum of about 1,000 feet.  So the reality of 


what you're doing with an undergrounding is you'd be 


building what's called a vault and duct system where 


you would place, basically, a room almost as big as 


this room underground, and then from that, you would 


have conduit pipes that would go 1,000 feet to the 


next room where the next set of splices would be and 


continue on in a fashion like that.  That's more 
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likely what would be done.


And then, in this particular situation, 


since the line has been deemed that it's necessary 


to be double circuit, we've got to make sure we've 


got everything doubled up to be able to handle that.  


So it's just one of the factors that have to be 


weighed.


Corner posts:  Absolutely, far more 


expensive to make a corner than to go straight.  


Probably three times the cost of a tangent pole.  


When you look at what physically happens, if all the 


poles are in a straight line with no bend at all, we 


can use a six-foot foundation and we can probably 


use a four-foot pole pretty easily.


As soon as we start getting angles, and 


especially heavy angles on there, we're jumping up 


to a pole that's eight foot at the base.  And the 


foundation itself has to be much deeper and much 


bigger, much heavier, to be able to handle the 


tension of those wires.


I mentioned earlier the cost difference 


between the blue route and the green route here 


(indicating).  The blue route is actually shorter 


than the green route in Minnesota.  And yet, it's 


$60 million more than the green route even though 
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it's shorter, and it's primarily because of all the 


corners. 


MR. HYLLA:  If I can touch on one more 


thing regarding underground, so what we analyzed on 


the preferred route, what we found is that there 


were 17 right angles that this would have to take, 


so 17 corner posts would have to be installed.  


That would substantially increase the 


price of that.  That's a price that could be offset, 


or at least, the cost of undergrounding.  It's not 


going to take care of it all, but it could be offset 


by avoiding those corner posts. 


There's an underground line in Chisago 


County, right; is that correct?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  A 115.  


MR. HYLLA:  A 115 line.


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Or a 161 line, actually.  


MR. HYLLA:  You were the manager on that, 


weren't you?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah. 


MR. HYLLA:  Congratulations.  


There's also a Connecticut law which 


requires, at least in urban areas, that they 


underground these lines, and that's to reduce EMF 


exposure and avoid all sorts of problems with these 
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high voltage transmission lines.


What this will do if we underground it 


is, number one:  Obviously it can affect the 


aesthetics.  Number two:  It avoids these 


contentious, potentially litigious situations that 


arise between landowners, between cities and 


townships and so on.  And it also reduces the EMF 


exposures to, really, zero, and there have been 


substantial studies done on EMF.  


Not to run a tangent on this, but 


Dr. David Carpenter out of the University of Albany 


in New York has testified that there's three 


substantial studies indicating a statistically 


significant -- and that's very important, 


statistically significant increase in childhood 


leukemia in children that live near high voltage 


transmission lines.  


I'm done with that.  Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Was there a question in 


there, Scott?  


MR. HYLLA:  I don't know. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, I'm happy to leave 


it as your comment.  No.  Absolutely.  I just want 


to make sure I'm answering questions if there are 


any.  
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I'm not leaving before 7:30 on that clock 


(indicating).  Actually, I'm not leaving until 


everybody has had a chance to talk afterward.  


Do you want to leave it at that for the 


public portion of the meeting?  


MR. OTTO:  Bill Otto, O-T-T-O, Farming 


Township.  I was wondering if there's some sort of 


ranking of -- on your impacts and mitigative 


measures, if there's some ranking as far as which of 


those are more important or less important in this 


consideration?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, that's a real 


interesting question.  And, you know, we have to 


think back and be careful when we look at the rules 


and say what we think -- what we think the Minnesota 


statutes and rules are requiring or what they're 


putting forth as a guideline or what exactly it is 


they're saying.


Again, they do have a fairly direct 


layout of the types of things that need to be looked 


at, bottom line, but they are not weighted.  So, in 


other words, we're not saying that bugs and frogs 


are more important than people, you know, on that 


bottom line.  We're going to analyze health and 


economic impacts to people, we're going to evaluate 
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impacts to the local environment, we're going to 


analyze a number of things.  


So if you look at the rules, there's a 


long list, and when the judge holds a contested case 


hearing, she'll double-check against that list as 


well to see if the EIS answered those questions, if 


the record addressed those questions before she 


sends up a recommendation back to the PUC to make a 


decision.  


But, again, it comes down to having to 


make a judgement -- a value statement, a judgement 


statement on what those weigh and adjusting to the 


best ability knowing that, in the end, there is some 


impact to some people.  


But, again, in the environmental impact 


statement, even if there are impacts, we say what 


can we do to mitigate, can we move something a 


little further this way, can -- in some cases, can 


we bury it, does it make sense in that instance?  


In Chisago, the 161 line was buried.  I 


said 115, but I correct myself, it was a 161.  That 


was buried down the hill of the St. Croix in the 


National Scenic River Byway System.  So that was a 


fairly significant circumstance there that directed 


that with the national parks system and Army Corps 
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of Engineers.  But in some places, it may be 


appropriate.  


I've got one minute left here.  


All right.  Folks, I appreciate your 


patience, I appreciate your coming out.  I want to 


thank you for coming.  And I mean that sincerely, 


because these comments are absolutely valuable to 


the process.  And I know it's not my house this time 


and I need your input.


And, also, to get back to you people, if 


you check our website, you'll notice who's on the 


advisory task force.  You can feed them information 


as well.  Those names are listed on our website as 


well.  So check in often, be on our list, and thank 


you very much. 


(Public comment concluded.)
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  This is how it works best, 


I think.  We have with us -- I didn't introduce, but 


Christine is with us up front.  She's actually a 


court reporter.  And the reason she's here is to 


make sure all the comments that you make at this 


meeting are taken down and taken down correctly and 


become an official part of the record.


So you don't need to worry about that 


your ideas are being filtered as to how I remember 


them because that's probably a bad idea.  If I go 


home and sit down, now what did she say?  And if I 


have 50 people in the room making a comment, then 


that's impossible.


But this is really excellent.  So the 


other thing to note about this is for people who 


prefer making comments or for people who prefer 


writing or doing both, whatever, it's equally the 


same thing to make a comment in writing or to make 


it on this record.  So I just want to make that 


clear for people.  


All right.  We can move on.  If there are 


any simple questions, again, keep in mind that what 


I'm really looking for are questions, but if you 


have comments, feel free to make those as well.  And 


this is how it's going to work:  We're going to -- 
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I'm going to try to run back and forth with the mic, 


but if we need to, we'll have to have people come 


up.  But people need to speak into the microphone so 


everybody can hear, and especially, also, that 


Christine can hear.


And please state your name and spell your 


name for the record and then please, give us your 


comments.  


So we'll start with you (indicating). 


UNIDENTIFIED:  I just have a procedural 


question.  Did I hear right that we'll be able to 


reference all the comments on your site?  And then, 


can we also get the ones from Mr. Lahr that we put 


on for the last two years or so?  That kind of 


disappeared off of their site, is it available?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  This is the 


point I'll make sure I get the microphone to the 


gentleman the next time, or the next woman who 


speaks.  


But his question is about getting the 


comments.  Yes, eventually when we get them all 


compiled, all the comments that come in through this 


process -- or our process, will be available in two 


ways:  They'll be available on our website, they 


will also be officially eFiled in the eDocket 
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system, which is part of the official state record.  


This is a new process, this is our 


process going forward.  So the events that took 


place prior to this were a utility intervention with 


the public trying to determine how they were going 


to present their information.  So what we have from 


this point going forward is an official application 


and comments going forward.  So you would have to 


speak to Mr. Lahr about that possibility.  


UNIDENTIFIED:  He refuses to answer it, 


so I can't speak to him. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  But we won't be posting 


them, no.  


We might as well start by giving me a 


walk to the back of the room. 


MR. DUNPHY:  Yeah.  Dennis Dunphy, 


D-U-N-P-H-Y.  I have some questions, but I'd like to 


say that I believe that we've been involved in 


preserving our land for a long time.  I think that's 


the most important thing to do.  And I think 


Woody Guthrie said it a long time ago and he wrote a 


song, This is our land -- my land, this is your land 


from California to the New York island, and that's 


the way I feel about this country.  


And I must be honest with you.  First of 
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all, we built this country.  As the people that 


worked in this country, we built this country, the 


immigrants.  Not the power companies.  They were 


part of it, but we the workers built this country.  


We have to have a say.


Frankly, number one, I don't trust any 


utilities for making a good decision for me.  I lack 


trust in government, I lack trust in bureaucracy.  I 


think something's wrong here.  I think we need 


another direction for making these decisions.  


Secondly, I don't think we have the best 


route and I'd like to know why we didn't put these 


posts closer together and go right down past the 


St. John's area next to the highway.  And one 


gentleman brought it up a little while ago, if you 


put the posts closer together, we don't need that 


much right-of-way.


We don't need the 200 farmers who are 


going to quit because they have power lines in their 


backyards.  And we keep our serenity and we can keep 


our beauty in this country which our ancestors 


worked for and we owe them a gift to keep it that 


way.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  By hands, please.  


MR. DARREN KENNING:  My name's 
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Darren Kenning, K-E-N-N-I-N-G.  I guess my question 


is, on the business side of things, what kind of 


effect that these high power lines have on wireless 


communications and other manufacturing equipment?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Darrin, do you want to be 


available to answer some of these questions?  


Generally for wireless communication, not 


much.  But let me get the technical side here. 


MR. LAHR:  Yeah.  For wireless 


communications, there's usually not an issue.  As a 


matter of fact, a lot of times within the 


transmission towers, cell companies will place an 


antenna within it themselves so they can operate in 


very close proximity without problems.  


We can get interference sometimes with 


different types of radio frequency.  If we have 


problems with the hardware, if we get a cracked 


insulator or a loose hardware, sometimes we'll get a 


little bit of arching that goes on and that arching 


then can cause some interference.  So if we get 


something unusual, then, yeah, there can be 


interference.  But if we fix the hardware, there 


shouldn't be a problem. 


MR. EBAUGH:  My name is Dave Ebaugh, 


E-B-A-U-G-H.  I live in Brockway Township, and I 
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have a concern about that we have -- that we 


implement the latest technology that applies to our 


problem.


Specifically, I want to comment on the 


underground transmission line.  This morning I 


pulled up Xcel Energy's position that was basically 


the same position and comments that was made in the 


Melrose meeting I was at yesterday at this very same 


time when addressing the question about underground 


complications.  We all know that technology is 


changing very rapidly.  The old days are a couple 


months ago, and we all have many examples of how 


technology has changed.  


I want to specifically know the date 


and -- where is the court reporter at?  Can I submit 


documents that I'm referring to to you?  Can I 


submit a document?  Can I submit a document?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Dave, and anybody else, 


you can submit documents specifically to me.  This 


is not a public hearing, so it doesn't need to be 


checked in as an exhibit.  So if you have any 


materials you want to leave with me physically, you 


can just leave them with Ray or myself. 


MR. EBAUGH:  Thank you, David, for the 


clarification.
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I want to specifically note the 


information sheet or position paper that I pulled 


off the Internet at about 10:00 this morning on 


Xcel's position on underground versus overhead 


transmission lines.  


And I want to know the date that that was 


read, and I'm going to submit that as a document or 


whatever.  There's been many gains in technology and 


I just went on the Internet again this morning and 


Googled power line transmission and so forth.  And I 


came across a company called Burns, B-U-R-N-S, and 


McDonnell, M-C-D-O-N-N-E-L (sic), and that will be 


my second submission, it will be an information 


sheet from them.


And I want to read a paragraph to show 


you some contrast:  The underground lines have 


little to no maintenance cost associated with them, 


a guy by the name of Jenssen with the project says.  


This is partly because they are not prone to wind, 


rain, hail, and lightning damage like overhead 


lines.  Plus, because they do not have to follow 


property lines, the underground transmission routes 


make fewer turns which can add up cost-wise for 


overhead power lines.  


Now, to be fair with my comment to date 
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the Xcel paper, I also had a date on this one.  This 


here talks about a seminar in 2002, eight years ago.  


A lot of things have changed in eight years as far 


as technology.  I don't think we're getting the true 


picture as far as underground transmission lines.  


I'm requesting that a special task force 


be organized to analyze the technology that exists 


now and the state of our problematic areas, like 


Avon and others that have been identified, to be 


addressed with transmission lines going underground.  


This advisory committee or task force 


should be structured like the ATF that's meeting 


tomorrow.  Just to pull some names off the top of my 


head here, the PUC should be involved.  We should 


have a couple NGOs and other government 


organizations, that would be the Avon Hills 


Initiative, that would be the North Route Citizens 


Alliance.  


We probably should have one or two 


interested individuals, we probably should have some 


state legislators.  We should have representatives 


from the governor's office, the energy company, and 


David's organization, OES.  We need to bring people 


together.


And we all see this as a tremendous 
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threat.  The main thing we all agree upon is nobody 


wants this in their backyard or on their land.  And, 


you know, there are wonderful people from the Avon 


Hills Initiative, there's wonderful people from the 


North Route Citizens Alliance, there's wonderful 


people that are south of I-94 in the lakes area, and 


this here technical thing would be a big issue in 


helping us unite.  


I'm looking for the OES or David's office 


for leadership in looking at the best technology 


that we can have.  He's talking about using I-94 all 


the way except for Avon, which is problematic.  


Well, why can't we look at the latest technology 


that's available and see if it can be solved.  


And if you believe that this is a 


possibility, I'd ask you and encourage you to also 


put this in your statement, that we need a task 


force to seriously look at the underground 


transmission lines.  We are not getting the true 


picture.


Xcel has a business model, a profit 


model, and we should not be concerned with that.  I 


cannot be concerned in that I have to take a 


$200,000 loss on my property because I can't sell it 


because it goes across my land, where it could be 
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buried underground. 


So we should not be concerned with the 


business model of Xcel, we should be concerned about 


our own vested interests of ourselves and our 


neighbors.


Thank you.  


MR. SCEPANIAK:  Good afternoon.  Thanks, 


everybody, for showing up for this important 


meeting.


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Please state your name.


MR. SCEPANIAK:  My name is 


Duane Scepaniak, S-C-E-P-A-N-I-A-K.  I live in 


St. Wendel Township.  St. Wendel Township is a 


unique township in itself, you have the bog swamp, 


the agricultural heritage that belongs to that 


little township, and we already currently have a 115 


kilovolt power line going through.


I've farmed there for 38 years.  I bought 


my neighbor's farmland.  It was plotted out into 


lots, I preferred to farm it.  Underneath the power 


lines that are going there right now, I've picked up 


two blue herons that have been killed.  They just 


don't fall out of the sky.  A great horned owl with 


broken wings, there are several species that land on 


it.  I know bird diverters -- but I know they have 
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the birds diverters, and St. Wendel Township alone 


should not have to bear the weight of another 


transmission line and the property devaluation 


concerns.


We have bald eagles that are -- while 


counting fish -- while fishing regularly, they're 


picking off all of the dead corpses of either deer 


or fish, whatever that's left from cleaning.  We 


throw it all in a pile, the eagles come there and 


they feed.  In the springtime, they're breeding.  


All this stuff will be disturbed, 


everything from migrating waterfowl to nesting 


waterfowl.  And I personally believe, like the 


gentleman just said, underground facilities or 


underground transmission lines would probably be in 


the best interest for us because we are the ones 


eventually that pay for this power line.  It's not 


the power company, we all pay for it and we all look 


at it forever.  


That's all I've got to say.  


MR. JOE KENNING:  My name's Joe Kenning, 


K-E-N-N-I-N-G.  I live by the transmission line, 


115,000, that was put in in 1950.  It took us over 


30 years to catch on of what the damages were, we're 


on to this. 
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Right now, I'm on life support.  It 


has -- the ground current has stopped my heart over 


50 times.  I've got a $287,000 machine in here to 


keep my heart going.  I've got a perfect heart.  


There is nothing wrong with my heart.  I didn't have 


no blockage.  I was in the St. Cloud Hospital, they 


couldn't take it off until I was in there when it 


absolutely stopped and they showed me and I've seen 


it on film.  You know, it stops because your brain 


runs on oxygen and it let me know it happened.


And our livestock, too.  I got that 


transmission line moved in '84.  It was close to the 


building, it was about 150, 200 feet away from the 


building.  I milk-counted our cows, we were at 1 


million and a half to 2 million.  They moved that 


line and we dropped down to 280,000 on our milk 


count.  


And my dad, he had -- they x-rayed his 


knees, it was bone-on-bone.  And they said, you've 


got to have new knee joints put in.  They moved that 


transmission line, it took 30 days, they healed back 


up, he never had his knees redone.  


And my mother raised hatching eggs back 


in the '40s before that line was there, she had a 


top hatchability and everything.  They put that line 
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through and it was only about a year and Ma said I'm 


all done with the chickens, they die, they moult, 


you couldn't do nothing with them.


Between the transmission line, like 


115,000, should be 1,000 feet to any home -- should 


be located away from that line.  And we've got -- 


I've got to take the line on my property, we've got 


a clearance between it now and we just can't keep 


going.  


And I look at -- we've got ground 


currents.  We don't know if they're coming off the 


transmission line or the grounding of the system.  


There's over 200 and some million out there, if you 


take a look at the ground currents that are ground 


from somewhere.  


I've tried to find out where it's coming 


from and get it out of there.  We had to sell our 


dairy herd three times now because of the ground 


current.  And my pacemaker hasn't caught one, and my 


wife put up a new parlor and put an equal 


potential -- I was forced to put an equal potential 


plane in there.  I was totally against that equal 


potential plane that I'd really be able to feel.  


And with my pacemaker, I was using it up 


to 98 percent of the time.  I got away from the -- 
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when we had to sell the dairy herd, I got away from 


that equal potential plane and it dropped to five 


percent usage.


I'm angry with what's going on, and we 


can't get no support, no way to look at these ground 


currents.  This transmission line, too, runs on our 


property.  They were out there this summer to work 


on it and I let them know, I've got ground wires 


laying in order to try to control the ground 


currents.


What did Xcel do?  Their entire -- they 


cut my wires off.  And why?  I don't know why.  But 


they were out there supposed to be cutting, looking 


at the brush, but they cut the wire off twice on me.  


And we can't go on this way.  We need some different 


support.


Like this transmission line, are you 


going to put them static wires on top and get a 


junction there and hook to them those poles and run 


more current?  And it's the amps that causes the 


trouble.  Voltage is not a factor, it's actually the 


amperage.  


I'm willing to deal with amperage.  They 


always go out and set up voltage drop, and there is 


no voltage drop on the 720,000 volt line -- or the 
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115,000, there is no voltage drop in the ground.  


You can't pick it up that way, but you can pick it 


up with amperage.


I put the ground stakes there, they're 


over 2,000 feet apart and that's where you pick up 


the ground current and you use the copper wire and 


they are there.  And who is going to come out here 


and look at it and to try and find out where it's 


coming from and get it out of here?  It can be 


fixed, but nobody's willing to do it.


Now we're going to put another 


transmission line through here and a substation, 


too.  Are they going to set it on the ground into 


these magnetic fields from these big, heavy 


transformers in the ground?  The same with the line 


on top of there, the static wires, are they going be 


hooked to the poles, them steel poles, and run 


current into the ground?  


We've got a neighbor there, the 


transmission line goes by there.  He put a wire 


right alongside down below for an electric fence 


there.  He said I don't have to put an electric 


fence around there, there's enough conduction off 


that 115,000 volt line induced into that wire that 


you don't need an electric fence around there to 
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keep the cattle in.


So there is radiation off of that wire, 


and who is going to come out and look at that issue?  


Where am I supposed to go?  I'm losing -- well, we 


sold our dairy herd.  Now I'm in trouble with the 


bank, too.  I have no income with these cattle gone 


and there's no guarantee.  If I could get it cleaned 


up over here, I could get them cows up to 20,000 


thousand pounds of milk higher than what we were.  


We're producing the most important 


product of the world:  Food.  And I've got a good -- 


the way I look at it and they take that liquid 


manure that smells so bad and they run it through a 


plastic pipe.  And they put an alternating field in 


the section of that plastic pipe and they can kill 


all the bacteria.  Is this what's happening to our 


fields with all this current going through the 


ground and they're not willing to deal with it?  


I studied this in '79, and I got a 


tremendous amount of work done on it.  And like cows 


and mastitis, mastitis is 98 percent an electrical 


problem, we found out.  What I did is, we had a 


big -- if you take that cow and get it off the 


ground, about five feet off the ground, and in 


12 hours that swelling was all gone without no drugs 
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or anything.  We did that plenty of times. 


UNIDENTIFIED:  Can't we have a time 


limit?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Are you just about done, 


Joe?  


MR. JOE KENNING:  Well, there's a lot 


more to talk about, but I guess I brought out some 


pretty good points here, I think. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah.  That's good.  I 


want you people to have a chance to say what you 


want to say, but we do have to respect that other 


people want a chance to say things as well. 


MR. O'DONNELL:  Dennis O'Donnell, O-D-O, 


double N, E, L-L.  Darrin, will you comment on 


Xcel's position on superconductors underground?  


MR. LAHR:  I don't know that Xcel has a 


position on superconductors underground.  Are you 


thinking about high voltage transmission, or are you 


thinking a special technology?  


MR. O'DONNELL:  High voltage 


transmission. 


MR. LAHR:  Our general position on 


transmission underground -- and when I say our, I 


just want to clarify, everybody in this room is 


hooked up to a utility.  And a utility's job is to 
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provide reliable electricity at an affordable price.


And so choices are made every day about 


how it is we all are going to use electricity and 


how reliable that system is or isn't going to be.  


Every decision that we make has trade-offs.  It 


doesn't mean we can't do something, it just means 


that we all have to accept what those trade-offs 


are.  


When it comes to undergrounding 


transmission lines, they can be undergrounded.  


There are technical issues with undergrounding 


transmission lines.  Physically, a 345 conductor is 


extremely large.  To build an underground system 


through here would require a manhole and ductwork 


system, we can't just direct-bury the wire.  Our 


right-of-way is still going to be roughly 150 feet 


wide, it's going to be cleared of vegetation.


So the other issues are things like the 


wire comes in 1,000-foot spans.  Then there's got to 


be a joint.  So you have to have a big room buried 


in the ground, a bunch of pipes going to the next 


big room, every 1,000 feet all the way through here 


to get at splices.


So it's not that it can't be done.  It 


can be done, but it's somewhere in the neighborhood 
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of seven to ten times the cost.  And if the people 


who are paying for it and the state of Minnesota say 


that the right thing to do is to put this 


underground and it's worth the money and it's worth 


the tradeoff, then it can be done.  It's not that 


it's technically impossible, but it's not our first 


choice.  


Our first choice is to go with overhead.  


It's the least-cost system for all of our 


ratepayers, it's the most reliable from the 


standpoint of fixability.  It's a very simple thing 


to have a wire hanging on a pole and we can inspect 


it quite easily and we can fix it quite easily.  


Underground's a lot more difficult to deal with 


those types of issues. 


Outages will be longer.  We're talking 


about a transmission line, not a line that's running 


down the back alley where there's only three or four 


people out of power.  We're talking about chunks of 


the state, we're talking about cities.  


So these are the trade-offs that have to 


be thought through.  And like the gentleman brought 


up earlier, maybe there should be a task force to 


study those trade-offs more closely to make a 


determination as to what's worth it or not.
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But from our perspective, from the 


standard utility's perspective, we start with 


looking at overhead.  Underground is considered 


somewhat of a specialty. 


MR. O'DONNELL:  I've got another question 


for you.  Are you familiar with the study that was 


just done by the Eastern Wind Energy for the DOE? 


They just did a study on the superconductors and 


they found out in a lot of instances it's 


cost-effective over overhead.


And this is just recently and it just was 


given to MISO.  And that's going to be studied here 


pretty quickly and you guys have to get on the ball 


and find out what that cost is.  You've got to find 


out what the cost is underground down 94 compared to 


the north and the south.  That's your job.


And the next question for you is, who at 


the state evaluates their studies and their cost 


analysis?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That is correct that they 


did their job, that is also my job.  That's what 


we're talking about here, you're coming to us with 


these questions and we're the ones that are going to 


balance them in the environmental impact statement.


Is that just about the environment?  No.  
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That's about economic and social impacts as well.  


And the PUC, in the end, is the one that makes the 


decision based on a large number of variables.  Cost 


is one of them, but it's not the only one.  


So it depends on a large number of 


things.  And they, in the end, will make that 


balance because they're the ones deciding in the end 


how much you're going to pay for your electricity 


and who's going to pay for what and how that's going 


to be done.


Yeah.  That's absolutely food for an EIS. 


MS. EVERETT:  My name's Heidi Everett, 


E-V-E-R-E-T-T.  And you still haven't answered the 


question about why it can run along 94 until you get 


to Avon, St. Joe, St. Wendel?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And actually, I'm going to 


ask Darrin to see what they're thinking, what would 


it involve.  But as we kind of discussed, we're not 


at this time saying it can't be done, and we will 


very likely continue to evaluate that before a 


decision is made.


But Darrin, if you can tell us a couple 


ideas about what Xcel's thinking was in putting 


forward their preferred route. 


MR. LAHR:  You bet.  Like I mentioned 
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earlier, obviously everybody notices that the 


preferred route travels I-94 most of the way and 


then for one chunk it doesn't.  When we reviewed the 


I-94 corridor in this area, starting from the 


substation area down in St. Cloud and moving to the 


west, we found a layering of difficult routing 


decisions.


When we look at what state priorities say 


we're supposed to be looking at and the 


sensitivities, we try to follow those.  As we went 


up the I-94 corridor from the substation, we run 


into an area east of St. John's where we've got 


dense woods on both sides of the interstate.  So 


there's tree clearing there.  Is that impossible?  


No, absolutely not.  But it is an environmental 


impact and something that we're supposed to study.


As you continue beyond there, past the 


St. John's interchange, you've got service roads on 


both sides of I-94 and you've got residential and 


woods behind that.  There's not a lot of room in 


there to be able to put a transmission line.  You've 


already got grade issues on the north side as you 


come up approaching that interchange at Avon.


Again, approaching Avon on the south 


side, you've got Columbia Gear, D.H. Blattner & 
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Sons, because we would likely have to be that far 


away from the freeway where we'd be impacting those 


businesses as we continue.


You keep going, we get through the 


interchange area, which is somewhat tight, not the 


end of the world, but we run right straight into 


Spunk Lake.  Spunk Lake has homes on both sides.  We 


would likely have to take out at least 25 or so 


homes to be able to get through there with a 


right-of-way.


One of the premises that we went with 


when we started routing these lines is that we 


weren't going to have any home be displaced by the 


75 -- or the 150-foot alignment.  So there's a lot 


of home displacement through the Spunk Lake area.


When you get past Spunk Lake, you run 


right square into MnDOT's right-of-way.  North and 


south of the freeway, you've got rest areas.  We're 


generally not allowed in MnDOT rest areas.  So 


there's this layering effect that continues as you 


move up that piece.  


Is any one of these particular issues a 


single deal breaker?  No.  But from our perspective, 


we saw issue after issue after issue and thought 


it -- it made us seek other options around that 
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area.  And as David said, the freeway will be 


evaluated in the EIS. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Right here, and then I'll 


come back to you (indicating). 


MS. JOHNSON:  It's Betty Johnson.  To 


follow up on what you asked, have you considered 


going directly south of Moorhead, turning on a right 


angle, and then coming into St. Cloud, underground, 


if necessary?  


MR. LAHR:  In our overall evaluation when 


we started, we did have a very sort of big triangle 


area, if you will, encompassing this entire area, 


and those routes tended to be significantly longer, 


which made them significantly more expensive. 


MS. HEINEN:  Hi.  My name is Robyn Heinen 


(phonetic), and I'm from Brockway Township.  And I 


just have a couple questions before I make my 


statement, and one is for Darrin.  I'm wondering how 


is this going to be paid for, do you assess our 


property, do you add on to our -- 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  How is the project paid 


for, overall costs? 


MS. HEINEN:  Yeah. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Again, any decision on the 


utility cost, it's established -- you will end up -- 
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as the gentleman said earlier, all of us pay for 


infrastructure, and electricity is paid for by the 


rate user, the end user. 


MS. HEINEN:  So is there a difference 


between going through the north route or the south 


route rather than doing it underground going through 


Avon?  You know, it's going to cost $60 million more 


to do the north route or the south route, so why not 


spend that money and put it underground, if we can, 


along I-94?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  We will definitely be 


looking at that.  That's a good comment.  If you 


have a separate comment, go ahead. 


MS. HEINEN:  All right.  Okay.  I am in 


favor of trying to get this route into the I-94 


corridor as an alternate route.  With the, you know, 


slight detour -- slight detours, if possible, 


undergoing (sic) in high density or problematic 


areas.


And my big concern is the EMF that are 


put off by these.  I have a two-year-old and I'm 


expecting another one in March.  And we will be -- 


if it goes through our property, it will be close to 


us.  And the research that I have found, it said 


that children living within 200 meters of an 
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overhead power line are at a 70 percent risk of 


getting childhood leukemia.


So that's a big concern for me.  And, you 


know, we need to take into account our health and 


all of the people that will be affected.  The state 


law states that power lines take the path of least 


resistance.  So in our case, that would be I-94.  


Power lines can be buried, which solves some of the 


EMF problems.  And my thought is, is that if it 


costs more to bury those power lines, is it not 


worth it to save one life?  


And then, also, do we really need to have 


these 170-foot poles running through our farms and 


in the country?  People have lived in these areas 


all their lives, their fathers have lived here, 


their grandfathers, and they have preserved this 


land to keep it the way it is.  And you guys just 


think you can just take a few months just to take 


that away from us.  


There will be a lot of land and trees 


damaged going this way as well.  And there will also 


be, after the lines are put in, pesticides and other 


things that will be sprayed to keep down the brush 


and the weeds and stuff under the power lines, and 


that's going to cause health effects for us and our 
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wildlife in the area.  


State land cannot have this because it 


could cause issues.  We can't have power lines 


because it would cause issues to wildlife and to 


plants and trees.  We all have a lot of the same 


type of land and there's a lot of swamps and bogs 


and things like that, but our land is not protected 


because it's not state land.  


And then also, another concern I have is 


property values.  You know, there has been research 


that says our property values will drop because of 


this.  And when our property values drop, we lose 


money because of that, and then our taxes will go up 


because they're going to lose money because we're 


not paying as much because our land isn't worth as 


much and so then we lose by paying twice.


And that's all I have.  


MR. ROSKE:  I'm Vern Roske, R-O-S-K-E.  I 


had a couple questions here.  Like Mr. Kenning said, 


would high power lines interfere with cattle as far 


as stray voltage and stuff like that for like young 


farmers trying to get started?  


And for this area of sandy ground, we 


need irrigation systems, would that screw that up?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  Yeah.  Some -- 
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there is a possibility, as Darrin explained earlier, 


of stray voltage problems.  And as Mr. Kenning 


spoke, the issue with stray voltage is stray voltage 


should not happen, so if it does, it needs to be 


fixed.  That's the bottom line.  


There are a lot things like EMF, we can 


look at the studies and we can evaluate how much of 


an impact it may or may not have.  But that will 


exist.  Anything that runs current will have a 


magnetic field, will have an electric field.  That 


we're not going to chase away, that can't happen.


Is there a need for mitigation?  If 


there's a need for mitigation, what can we study to 


do that?  The mitigation for stray voltage is 


straightforward, at least, to not have it. 


MR. ROSKE:  Not underground, though?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, no, it shouldn't 


occur underground.  But undergrounding transmission 


lines does not eliminate EMF either.  


MR. ROSKE:  Are you sure?


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I'm absolutely positive. 


Now, EMF in magnetic fields, you can 


shield electric fields and usually get less electric 


fields than you would from an overhead power line.  


But the earth does not shield magnetic 
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fields.  So actually, since you're closer to the 


line, immediately over the line, you would have a 


higher field.  But on the other hand, it dissipates 


much more quickly away from the center line on an 


underground than it would on an overhead.  


But, again, we will definitely take your 


comments and continue to look at those questions in 


the EIS.  They're absolutely essential to be looked 


at.  Did you have another comment quick before we 


move to the next one?  


MR. ROSKE:  (Shakes head.) 


MS. SLIVNIK:  My name is Dorothy Slivnik, 


it's S-L-I-V-N-I-K.  We live right off of County 


Road 2 where the biggest area seems to be drawn on 


this map (indicating).  We already have one power 


line on the west of our property.  We're wondering 


what another power line is over -- right over the 


top of us or on the other side of us, what it's 


going to do to us.  


We realize the value of our property 


probably is going to go down because it's been going 


down for quite some time.  The reason we brought 


this property in the first place was to preserve it 


for the wildlife, and now it seems like it's going 


to be in danger. 
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  


MS. THIELMAN:  I have a question about 


the area.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Please state your name.


MS. THIELMAN:  Oh, I'm sorry.  


Darlene Thielman, T-H-I-E-L-M-A-N.  I'm concerned 


about the area by Avon and then also by St. Joseph.  


One of the routes in Avon would be going pretty 


close to Pelican Lake, does this have any effect on 


the lake at all?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  What kind of effect are 


you asking about?  


MS. THIELMAN:  Well, what effect would 


this high voltage line be to the lake, anything 


specific?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I don't have an answer to 


that, but I'm not exactly -- you know, it's not 


something that we come across.  But we're here to 


take ideas, so if you come up with an idea, we'd be 


glad to look at it and think about it. 


MS. THIELMAN:  Yeah.  I guess we'd 


appreciate it if in your studies that you do that, 


you would look at what would happen.  


The other thing is, have you -- do you 


have the exact numbers of what the difference would 
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be going from Avon to St. Joseph through St. Joseph 


with buried versus the overhead lines?  What is the 


money difference?  You said it's going to cost us a 


lot more, what's a lot?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  There answer is no, we 


don't because there isn't a preferred line -- or 


there isn't an alternative set through there.  When 


we do an environmental impact statement, if we have 


an alternative line there, we will evaluate those 


costs compared to other costs and the costs of 


mitigation.  


Typically undergrounding would be 


considered a mitigation and that cost -- the 


standard concept, given the fact that different 


places on the earth are slightly different, the same 


concept is, these lines are going to cost well over 


$1 million a mile, and undergrounding them would be 


probably seven to ten times that amount per mile. 


MS. THIELMAN:  Per mile?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Per mile. 


MS. THIELMAN:  Thank you. 


MR. BOUK:  My name's Gary Bouk, B-O-U-K.  


My understanding is that you said there was no route 


planned for Avon, that was the preferred route to 


start with two years ago.  Because I got the mailer 
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in the mail and then you changed it around the other 


way.  And now, you're trying to stick it down our 


throats.  Now, why do you say there is no planned -- 


why are we the preferred route now?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I think Darrin took a 


little time earlier in the process here to explain 


the company's thinking on why they made that change 


from their earlier thoughts. 


MR. BOUK:  He never said it was the 


preferred route ever, and it was. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  They -- yeah.  They 


obviously came out and talked to people about what 


their ideas were and were looking for ideas.  So I 


can't speak for the company, but what we have in 


hand now is an application with a preferred and an 


alternate route.  And we have to look at and balance 


those and whatever other alternatives we come up 


with, which may be an alternative. 


MR. GORDON:  Richard Gordon (phonetic), 


St. Augusta.  Why can't the power plants be built 


closer to the end users, and that would be the metro 


area versus -- you know, you drive past Monticello, 


transmission lines, they're all over the place.  Why 


can't power plants be built where the end user is, 


and that would be the metro.  
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, I'm hoping somebody 


in the back of the room wants to go now because we 


have another meeting tonight and I don't have time 


to do my treadmill, so it would be good exercise to 


walk back and forth. 


MR. O'DONNELL:  I've got another one.  


O'Donnell, again.  Darrin, there's no reason why you 


couldn't run it overhead from Fargo to Melrose, 


Freeport, go underground the rest of the way there?  


MR. LAHR:  No. 


MR. O'DONNELL:  It's a DC line?  


MR. LAHR:  It's an AC line. 


MR. O'DONNELL:  AC line?


MR. LAHR:  AC line.


MR. O'DONNELL:  So you could do this 


underground, right?  


MR. LAHR:  Yeah. 


MR. O'DONNELL:  So if you could cost 


analyze that, too.  


Thank you.  


MR. BORGERDING:  Question.  


Cliff Borgerding, B-O-R-G-E-R-D-I-N-G.  The first 


question I have is why was the Monticello to 


St. Cloud section separate from the rest of the 


project?  
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I could answer that 


quickly.  Because the company put that in earlier 


because they -- according to their reliability 


studies, they wanted that segment into service 


earlier.  


So that one will go into service in about 


2012?  


MR. LAHR:  We'll start construction 


beginning in 2011. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And this project probably 


won't go actually into service until about 2014, by 


the time they get permits and engineering and 


easement acquisitions done. 


MR. BORGERDING:  And then, I'm new to 


this process, so where is this station located west 


of St. Cloud?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It's part of the original 


Monticello to St. Cloud permit, so it hasn't been 


established, it hasn't been permitted yet, it's in 


the process. 


MR. BORGERDING:  The location?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The location is not 


finalized.  But you can go back to a docket page on 


our site or on eDockets and see the applications 


there and see what the -- and see the draft EIS 
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that's there, for which we'll be holding a meeting 


next month.  And that will explain what the 


alternatives are that are being evaluated as 


substation sites. 


MR. BORGERDING:  So am I correct, then, 


that the impact of where this route would go to get 


through St. Cloud and to St. Cloud could still be 


affected by the application for that original 


section?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  (Nods head.) 


MR. BORGERDING:  All right.  Thank you. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Make note that I nodded. 


MR. BORGERDING:  Are landowners 


compensated for the right-of-way, and for what 


periods of time and how is that determined?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Do you have more 


questions?  


MR. BORGERDING:  I've got one more after 


this. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The landowners are 


compensated through negotiated settlements between 


the utility and the private landowner.  So once the 


PUC determines a route, then the company will come 


out and negotiate with the landowner.  


So there's not a set payment, there will 
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be an assessment back and forth, and hopefully 


negotiate a settlement.  And if not, there is always 


the recourse of eminent domain to be settled by a -- 


through a judge panel what the settlement is.  


And the question is, how does this take 


place:  It's a one-time payment. 


MR. BORGERDING:  Okay.  The other 


question I have is, can you explain what stray 


voltage is and why it occurs, and then, how do you 


mitigate stray voltage?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  Thank you.  


I'll get right back there (indicating).  


I'm going to let Darrin answer that question.  


MR. LAHR:  Stray voltage is generally a 


phenomenon where you have a difference between the 


ground and the neutral in voltage on -- typically on 


a private landowner's side.  Usually what we see it 


in is farms because there's long runs of grounding 


that goes out into these dairy barns and things like 


that.  


As David said, it can be fixed.  There 


are devices that can be placed on the distribution 


line if that potential exists in that particular 


location.  So there's blockers that can be installed 


that help cover that and make that go away.  
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Now, people oftentimes get stray voltage 


sort of confused with electromagnetic fields.  There 


are also electric fields associated with 


transmission lines -- or, excuse me, no.  Stray 


voltage, first of all, winds up on the distribution 


system because of the ground and the neutral.  You 


don't have that same situation in transmission.  


The electric and magnetic fields are 


associated with transmission.  Any time you have an 


electric line, you're going to have electric fields.  


There are standards for what electric field is 


allowed and our lines would all meet those 


standards.  


There are no standards for magnetic 


fields.  So the magnetic fields, there's nothing to 


meet because there's is no standards out there 


that's involved.  But magnetic fields exist any time 


there's electricity running through a device, 


whether it's a razor, a hairdryer, a microwave, or a 


transmission line.


UNIDENTIFIED:  The mitigation, could you 


explain that, again?  


MR. LAHR:  Mitigation for?  


UNIDENTIFIED:  Stray voltage. 


MR. LAHR:  We could put devices on the -- 
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where the -- the question was about mitigation for 


stray voltage.  Usually the first thing that 


engineers do is they go through the grounding and 


the neutral in the farms themselves to make sure 


that everything is solid, it can be there.  


If that doesn't work, then they can put 


devices back on the distribution system itself, on 


the utility distribution system to isolate that 


system from those -- from that stray voltage.  So 


there's a physical device that can be installed on 


the system if the grounding and neutral cleanup 


doesn't work.  I can't tell you what the device is, 


I don't know. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  We're going to go over 


here, over here, and over here (indicating). 


MR. DUNPHY:  Dennis Dunphy, D-U-N-P-H-Y.  


I want to -- I have a question, this gentleman over 


here (indicating) came up with a beautiful idea and 


I think it was just shot over everybody's head.  Why 


not build the power plants next to the users?  


For example, we haven't built a nuclear 


power plant in 30 years in this country.  We've got 


one in Monticello, all we've got to do is expand it 


and take care of the cities' needs.  So, I mean, why 


aren't you people looking into that, since we 
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wouldn't have any carbon dioxide?  


You -- I think it's about money.  I think 


it comes down to -- we wouldn't have to bother 


anybody, everybody would be happy, and what's wrong 


with that, can we do that?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I'm assuming that's 


generally a comment and a rhetorical question. 


MR. DUNPHY:  I want to know why we can't 


do it. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  But things can be done.  


In this case, just to try to give a clear answer, 


there was a year-long review and court case on the 


certificate of need for this project, which included 


this project, the Brookings to Hampton project, the 


Hampton to La Crosse project, all of them as the 


CapX 2020 lines.  


In those lines, the environmental review 


and contested case hearings, exactly those questions 


were debated at length.  And so is that a possible 


solution?  Yes.  Will I have an opinion about that?  


I'm not sure.  But the Public Utilities Commission 


said this is the problem we have for need at this 


point in time, this is the solution we think that is 


best.  


So that's what we're working with at this 
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point, that process has taken place.  I think 


they're incredibly intelligent questions, I'm just 


saying that right now we're faced with putting their 


decision into play on the ground.  But I appreciate 


the comment. 


MS. EBAUGH:  I'm Becky Ebaugh, 


E-B-A-U-G-H.  You heard from my husband, a little 


more scientific than some of the thoughts that we 


have been having about this.


When we got married about 20 years ago 


and decided that we wanted to live in the country, 


we took routes out in all directions from St. Cloud 


and we loved the area around here.  And we built a 


home that we wanted on land that we found with a 


beautiful wetland there.


I was just in the same position Robyn was 


when we moved there, I was very pregnant with a 


two-year-old and we've raised our sons there.  They 


hunt on that land, they sit in their deer stands all 


summer and watched eight sandhill crane pairs raise 


their chicks this summer.  


We really feel that at this point that 


the environmental impact has to be evaluated in 


there.  The present preferred route comes right down 


our dead-end road to our home, makes a turn right up 
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through a beautiful wetland called Shepherds Lake 


(phonetic).


That has multiple wildlife, it has all of 


the bottle gentians and other fancy rare things that 


you read about in the St. Wendel Bog.  It's actually 


a connection to the St. Wendel Bog, which is two or 


three miles away.


Our deer migrate there in the winter, 


they come back in the summer.  And I think that it 


is just a travesty that this is going to be coming 


through that wetland. 


MS. HEINEN:  So, again, I'm Robyn Heinen.  


And my question is, is that we won't even be using 


power from the lines; is that correct?


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I'll just answer that 


quickly.  And, you know, getting quickly back to 


that certificate of need thing.  The lines were 


needed for a number of things, but at least a couple 


of them were for local reliability and to build up 


the local system.  


So in other words, when it comes down and 


stops at the -- and goes up to the switching station 


in Alexandria, it also builds a brand new substation 


in St. Cloud which feeds and builds up the St. Cloud 


area line.  So, in actuality, some part of this line 
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is intended to feed the local need. 


MS. HEINEN:  Okay.  And then I'm just 


wondering if you or Darrin or any young children in 


your life would put your house under a high voltage 


power line?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I'll respect the fact that 


I don't live here by not answering that.  But I do 


live in the city and we do have power lines. 


UNIDENTIFIED:  You live in the city, 


they're not that big, though. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  (Nods head.)


MS. KLECKER:  May Klecker, K-L-E-C-K-E-R.  


We've been having all these meetings about this 


power line coming through, but I see lots of prongs 


on these poles.  And if they decide to add more 


lines to that, will we have the same meetings or 


will you just automatically do it?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Good question.  Is that 


it?  


MS. KLECKER:  Yes, that's it. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  Yeah.  That's an 


excellent question.  And in the end, what the Public 


Utilities Commission said was -- when they went 


through that process for need, they said there is a 


need, but they said, you know what, the company 
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didn't ask for enough.  


Because by their planning and the review 


of the agencies, they saw the growth need being 


larger.  And so Xcel Energy meant to come in with a 


single circuit, what they will build is a 


double-circuit-ready.  So one of those lines would 


be there and the other one wouldn't.


Now, that process took place, but that 


does not automatically mean that sometime down the 


road if they -- the company can just decide to slap 


another power line on there.  We'd actually -- the 


only thing the Public Utilities Commission said is 


that it needs to be built 345, double-circuit-ready.  


It would need to go through another 


certificate of need process to prove that they 


needed a 345 kV line, where it was needed, and it 


would have to go through an entire new routing 


process.  It would be a complete process.  


MS. HEINEN:  My question to that is that, 


once these lines are put up, it creates a 


right-of-way.  And so then gas lines can go through 


there and whatever else they want to put through, 


correct, because of the right-of-way?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The state rules, and 


especially for transmission, which is the one that I 
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can speak about more intelligently than any other, 


it has a preference for utilizing corridors and not 


proliferating corridors.


So if there is a point where they do 


create a new corridor and a new power line goes in 


where one doesn't exist, that would be a corridor in 


the future for consideration, yes.  And if there's a 


115 kV line right now going north from St. Joseph to 


St. Stephen, that's already a corridor to be 


considered.  


So roads, transmission lines, those kinds 


of things.  But yes, I understand the question and 


the spiral possibilities and I can only say yes, 


you're right. 


MS. O'NEIL:  My name is Tara O'Neil, 


O-N-E-I-L.  One of my questions is how big are the 


substations?  And the other part of that question 


is, there was just one recently made bigger over off 


of County Road 138 by Fleet Farm and a line put up 


by Highway 23, what's the possibility of expanding 


that one and using the other lines that have already 


been built along Highway 23?  I've got kind of three 


questions there. 


MR. LAHR:  I've got them.  I think I got 


them.  If I forgot, remind me.  The substation size, 
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the initial size of the substation is going to be 


approximately seven acres and it would be built to 


be expandable to 15 acres.  


The amount of land we would purchase to 


put the substation on would probably be 40 acres 


because we generally like to have some buffer around 


the substation areas.  


The substation you're referring to, I 


believe, is the Sauk River substation over in Waite 


Park.  It is one of the sites that was reviewed in 


the process that we use to select where the new 


substation is going to be, and the site that's there 


now is not large enough to handle what we're talking 


about here.  So that site itself doesn't work for 


us.  


The existing lines that are there now are 


serving the existing load in that area, so they 


would not be utilized for what we're -- the purpose 


is to get a larger source into that area.  Those 


lines will interconnect into the new substation so 


that they can be fed by the new source that's coming 


in.


Did I get them?  


MS. O'NEIL:  Yeah.  Thank you.


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  One more?
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MR. O'DONNELL:  Dennis O'Donnell.  


Darrin, I understand that you were having some 


problems with DOT as far as the right-of-way, is 


that -- have those problems been solved?  


MR. LAHR:  Problem is a strong word.  


There's nobody here from the DOT, is there?  No, I'm 


kidding.  Obviously when we selected the interstate 


for most of this route, we had to talk to the 


Minnesota Department of Transportation about what 


the impacts would be.


And initially, the reaction we got from 


MnDOT was less than warm.  And we've had many, many 


discussions with them, and like I said, initially, 


we got kind of a strong reaction from them.  Over 


time, though, they have really seen and understood 


the problem that it is we're talking about here, 


they understand the impacts to the landowners, but 


they also understand that they need to protect the 


infrastructure for the citizens of Minnesota.


We're sitting down very regularly and 


talking through the issues and seeing how close we 


can get.  MnDOT is participating in this routing 


process, which is something that they have really 


not ever done before with us.  The Brookings line, 


which is a sister project to this, that was up to 
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the Administrative Law Judge hearings where they're 


actually under oath, had a representative there, 


sworn in, took questions, answered the questions 


about, you know, rest areas and how close and all 


that and made their case as to what it is they can 


and can't do.  


So MnDOT has been working with us, I have 


to say, very good now on this process and is trying 


to treat this very seriously and make sure that 


things go right.  


MR. O'DONNELL:  Did you get enough 


information from them to change your mind?


MR. LAHR:  To change their mind?  


MR. O'DONNELL:  To change your mind?  


MR. LAHR:  On the freeway?  


MR. O'DONNELL:  Yeah.


MR. LAHR:  This is not about MnDOT, 


they're not the problem. 


MR. O'DONNELL:  Thank you. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And MnDOT as well has got 


their policies and procedures, as Darrin said, and 


they have a mandate for the state as well to manage 


their resources and their transportation 


infrastructure.


But they have been working with our 
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office and with Xcel Energy and with other state 


agencies.  And they answer also to the Federal 


Highway Administration, and we've also been speaking 


with them.  So we're addressing that question in 


simultaneous processes along the line.  


So we're definitely trying to come up 


with some answers about how to do this and, again, 


evaluate it in the environmental impacts so that the 


feds can either sign off or say, okay, we understand 


what's going on and we can go along with this. 


MR. MEYER:  I'm Al Meyer.  I have 


property near one of the proposed routes, it's an 


alternate route.  I'm wondering if it would be 


possible for the people up here to take a show of 


hands to see who would support and follow the 


Interstate 94 route rather than any other 


alternative route.  Is that possible to take a show 


of hands?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It is certainly possible, 


but -- and I mean no slight by saying this, it's not 


entirely productive because why would we set 


neighbor against neighbor?  Because there are a lot 


of people who live along the highway who also have 


significant impacts and those are balanced 


environmentally and economically and all of the 
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other issues as well.  


And in the end, of course, it comes down 


to balancing.  In the Minnesota Rules, you can go 


against the -- 7850 is the Minnesota Rule governing 


the transmission lines.  And there's a list that 


we'll go down in the contested case hearing on which 


the judge will check off whether the record has 


answered or whether the environmental impact has 


answered this general list of questions that need to 


be asked.  


And we're going to try to answer -- or 


give an approach to each of those questions for each 


of the lines.  And so at this stage in the ground, 


it's not really possible to say that we can say what 


the best answer is.  I know people can say what the 


best answer for them would be, and I would 


understand that. 


MR. MEYER:  It would give you and the 


energy company some input as to how the people feel 


about this line. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It would give me an input 


about how the people feel who showed up here today.  


And I'm sorry, it's not a counting game, I'm afraid.  


Now, it may come down to the number of people that 


it does affect, and that may be one of the large 
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balancing factors in the end.


But if I get a card and a comment and I 


get the same comment from 50 people, I can 


understand that and I may be able to balance the 


weight of that.  But it may be one comment or it may 


be emphasized.  There's a lot of different things to 


be analyzed.  My job is to find out all the facts 


that we need to question and look at.  In the end, 


you'll get to comment and make your point also to 


the Public Utilities Commission, if you want.  


We're okay for time, but -- if you want 


to break off.  But if you want to make your comments 


and questions off, that's fine.  But if you want 


them to be on the record, do it here.  But by all 


means, send us your comments however it is you 


prefer to send them.  


Is everybody okay with breaking now, or 


do you want to come back and ask more questions or 


do you just want a break now?  


Okay.  We're good.  I really want to 


thank you people for coming out. 


(Public comment concluded.)
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  We'll make sure people 


speak one person at a time and have a chance to 


either speak their comment or ask their question or 


tell us what questions we need to be asking.  


I'm going to ask you to stand when you 


speak, give your name, and spell your name for 


Christine, and then go ahead and make your comment.  


And, again, along the way, there may be questions 


that come up, between Darrin and myself we'll try to 


answer the simpler ones or address them in the way 


of how we might go ahead in the future and look at 


them.  


(Indicating throughout.)  So I think at 


this point it's important that we step out into the 


meat of the program.  As you go along, you may have 


questions about anything, go ahead.  I'm going to 


leave these up here while we start the discussion.  


If you don't have them somewhere else, this is Ray's 


contact information, this is my contact information.  


And anywhere along the process, contact Ray or 


myself.  If you have just have simple questions or 


if you just want to say anything, we're available to 


do that.  That's our job.  


So tonight we're looking for someone to 


start by a raise of a hand.  And, again, please 
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state your name and spell it and make your comment. 


MS. DINGMAN:  My name is Karen Dingman, 


K-A-R-E-N, Dingman, D-I-N-G-M-A-N.  I'm wondering 


why they don't just bury the cable in the center 


median and follow 94 all the way down?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  


And by the way, a lot of these things I'm 


going to accept as comments and recommendations and 


not try to give you a simple answer because most of 


these things need to be looked at.  


So I can tell you some of the 


difficulties with undergrounding or some of the 


difficulties with MnDOT rights-of-way, that doesn't 


mean that what you suggest isn't a possibility.  


Thanks for the comment.  


MR. STAI:  I'm Mark Stai, last name is 


S-T-A-I.  Looking through some of the information 


that has been sent out, especially when you go from 


Fergus Falls all the way down to the Sauk Centre 


area, there's numerous places where the proposed 


route does crisscross over I-94; is that correct?  


I've seen some information, I think this 


was dated 2009, there were some concerns with MnDOT 


providing easement rights with overhanging wires on 


easement areas for I-94, correct?  
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I can explain that 


further. 


MR. STAI:  Okay.  What I was looking at 


was the five-foot setback off of the easement for 


I-94, which was in -- provides some wire overhang 


over the easement area for I-94.  If that's such a 


concern with MnDOT -- there's one stretch, I 


believe, between Alec and Fergus where you 


crisscross Interstate I-94 nine times in less than a 


15-mile area.  


So I don't understand and can't see any 


feasibility to MnDOT's concern with an overhang way 


on the side of the freeway and then allowing the 


continued overlapping going over I-94.


I'd also -- that's just public comment.  


The question I have is, what were the reasons why 


the I-94 corridor area was -- is not considered at 


this point from Sauk Centre past St. Joe?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  I think a lot 


of people in the room are probably asking the same 


things.  I'll take the opportunity, just quickly, 


about the right-of-way.  There's a big difference 


for the Department of Transportation whether you're 


creating a linear right-of-way sharing situation or 


whether you're crossing the highway.  And they have 
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a lot of problems dealing with situations that cross 


the highway and they have a lot of implications for 


the management of their right-of-way and their 


arrangements with the Federal Highway Administration 


along interstates and how they do that.


It does not mean there's a lot -- there's 


not a lot of leeway to talking there.  As a matter 


of fact, that discussion is going on in at least two 


other cases right now, including the Brookings to 


Hampton, many of the same types of issues are coming 


out with sharing or occupying similar right-of-ways, 


to the extent possible, to avoid as much as possible 


going onto private land.  


A couple of the problems I mentioned 


exist, the discussion goes on on what we need to 


review and how to answer those questions.  We've 


made a lot of progress in those discussions, as a 


matter of fact.  And it's also going on, of course, 


in the -- Darrin talked about Fargo to Monticello.  


In fact, Fargo to Monticello is actually 


two applications, as you probably well know.  The 


Monticello/St. Cloud portion of that application is 


about six months advanced in the process compared to 


this process.  As a matter of fact, we just very 


recently released the draft EIS for that project.  
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And we're coming out in the first part of February 


to have a meeting in Clearwater about that draft 


information statement.  


So regardless, back to your question, I'm 


going to call Darrin up here and the most he can 


actually do at this point is tell you their thinking 


of why this is.  Again, this isn't saying what's 


going to be finally evaluated, this was their 


thinking in putting it into the application. 


MR. DARRIN LAHR:  Thank you, David.


Clearly, this decision we made was the 


most eye-opening decision for the people along the 


route.  And in that I-94 corridor, there's not a 


single issue that causes problems.  It's not like 


there's one thing that's problematic there.  What we 


have is a layering of issues that when you add them 


all up, it made us go, you know what, we're not 


certain this is doable.  And we need to have a route 


or two in play that we know are buildable.


And so let me talk a little bit about 


what it is we saw as we looked at those areas.  If 


you think about where we're coming from down in 


St. Cloud, a new substation location in the area of 


Highway 23 and I-94 and moving west up that 


corridor, the first thing you run into is 
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significant woods on both sides of the interstate 


for quite a ways.  


Now, can we cut trees?  Absolutely we can 


cut trees, but it is considered a sensitivity of the 


routing process and it's something we had to take 


into account.


So you get past the trees and you get to 


the next area, which is just past St. John's and 


that interchange there, and we've got service roads 


on both sides of the interstate, north and south.  


You've got a grade change from the north side as it 


goes toward that service road.  


So there's not enough right-of-way in 


that area for us to put the line on the north side, 


we'd have to go on the other side of the service 


road, more than likely, and now we're back into 


houses and tree clearing.  


The south side of that same area around 


the service road, you've got Columbia Gear, 


D.H. Blattner, and all those guys right up close on 


the south side.  Is it not doable?  It's doable, but 


there's likely to be some displacement in there, 


we'd probably have to move some people out.  


Now you get to the interchange.  We'd 


have to cross the Avon interchange.  There's not a 
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lot of real estate there for a 150-foot 


right-of-way.  But if we could get through there, 


the first thing we get to is Spunk Lake.  Both sides 


of the interstate, even there the interstate is 


narrowed out, and you've got a service road again 


and all these houses that are on the lake.  If we 


continue through that area on one side or the other, 


all those houses are going to have to go. 


One of the things that we said when we 


started this routing process was that we were not 


going to set up a route that would force somebody 


out their house.  Now, that doesn't mean in the end 


the state won't pick something that does, but we set 


it up from the beginning that we weren't going to do 


that.  


So if you get through that area and you 


take out the houses, you're immediately met by a 


rest area, both sides, north and south.  We can't 


cross MnDOT rest areas.  So this sort of litany 


faces us as we continue up the corridor.  


Like I say, it's not a single issue, but 


it's a layering effect, if you will.  At the end of 


the day, what we need is a route that we can build.  


We don't have an attachment to which one it is, we 


need one that we can build that's permitable.  And 
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so we looked away from that corridor because we were 


concerned that if it were awarded, we couldn't build 


it.  So those are the factors that we looked at when 


we put that in there.  


Now, David mentioned it's very likely 


this is going to get reviewed in the environmental 


impact statement process, and it should get reviewed 


so that everybody does know the answer as to is it 


doable or not.  But that was the thinking that went 


into our decision.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you. 


MR. SCHMITZ:  Joe Schmitz, S-C-H-M-I-T-Z.  


I'm wondering why is there still a need for this 


energy since studies have shown that the actual need 


for energy has declined over the past couple of 


years?  


And if you're looking at renewable 


energy, why not solar panels?  They're more local, 


we can put them on our roofs now.  Why not push that 


instead of a full line that's massive, why go that 


route?  


MR. DARRIN LAHR:  Dave will probably 


answer that. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Perfectly legitimate 


questions and a perfectly legitimate solution in 
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some cases.  The situation where we're at right 


now -- but first, quickly, as to the decrease in 


need, I think the Commission looks at need and it 


looks at long-term.  Because, again, over the state, 


this is essentially a billion and a half dollar 


project, building the CapX 2020s.  


And so we're looking at answering these 


solutions long term, and I think the Commission 


feels that a temporary drop in economy balanced 


against the growth of need that they see is not a 


reason to look away from this project because this 


project is still, in their mind, the solution.  


This is what happened -- and I understand 


asking the questions and continuing to ask the 


questions, but in this case at this point in time, 


those questions went through the certificate of need 


hearing, and they were addressed more or less to 


some people's satisfaction and less to others.  


But the Commission's decision, in the end 


they said this is the project the state of Minnesota 


is going to need to have reliable energy into the 


future, and this is the line of connections that 


need to be made.


There are other solutions, there are 


other answers to other questions, but this one for 
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this line has been decided. 


MR. HYLLA:  Thanks, Dave.  


My name is Scott Hylla.  I live in 


Brockway Township.  I'm actually affected by both 


the preferred as well as the alternate A routes.  


When we received a mailing on 


October 4th, I believe it was, indicating that a 


large plat was where I finally understood my 


property was going to be affected.  What we started 


to do was to put together a group, an organization 


called North Route Citizens Alliance.  


NoRCA, as we call it, is made up of about 


200 members, just over 200 members.  We feel that we 


represent over 450 households that the line will 


be -- we refer to as the preferred and alternate A 


north routes.  Those are the blue lines and green 


lines going from Melrose to South St. Cloud.  


A couple of the issues that we 


identified, I just want to briefly describe these, 


Minnesota's policy on nonproliferation.  The policy 


on nonproliferation establishes that any 


construction of any new transmission line must 


follow an existing infrastructure such as highways, 


interstates especially, existing transmission lines, 


also railroad rights-of-way.  They have to follow 
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them to the fullest extent possible, unless there 


are extremely good reasons not to do so.


And Darrin had commented that that 


alternate A route, the blue route that goes from the 


border of North Dakota all across western Minnesota 


and into central Minnesota, that cuts across some 


field and parcel lines.  


And that's exactly what's happening when 


you look at the preferred and alternate north A 


route.  In fact, through the utilization of field 


and parcel lines, 42 percent of the preferred route 


creates new transmission rights-of-way, creates a 


new corridor for transmission.  


The only thing that exists out there 


right now, electrically speaking, is maybe some 


electric fences to contain some cattle, that's about 


it.  And we have to live with that forever, 


essentially.  The alternate A route, 33 percent 


creates new transmission rights-of-way.  That's in 


direct violation of Minnesota's policy of 


nonproliferation.


Along with that, the second issue that we 


have is the adverse effect on the protectable 


natural resources.  The natural resources we 


identified are very diverse.  They include lakes, 
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significant wetlands, including scientific and 


natural areas such as the St. Wendel Bog; mature 


woodlots, maples, oaks, basswoods.  We want that 


same consideration up along the north area that 


they're getting along I-94 for the trees that will 


need to be taken out in our area as well.


Also, with regard to natural resources, 


those are protected under Minnesota's Environmental 


Protection Act.  That's in direct violation, we 


feel, if they're going along the preferred and 


alternate A north route.


Third thing:  We've identified several 


historic properties along the preferred and 


alternate A north routes.  Forty Century Farms would 


be directly impacted by the construction of this 


high voltage transmission line.  What that means is 


you're threatening the heritage, the preservation, 


and the natural character of these important 


historic properties that have really built Stearns 


County.


Last night I made a comment and a 


recommendation in Melrose of what we propose as an 


organization for an alternative route alternative to 


the preferred alternate A, as well as the south 


alternate routes.  We're not advocating utilizing 
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the south alternate route as well.


What we advocate is the utilization of 


I-94 to the fullest extent possible with possible 


detours in high density populations, as well as 


problematic areas such as the rest areas.  Maybe 


utilizing the County Road 54 through Avon as an 


alternative.  


And, also, the concept of undergrounding 


has to be discussed.  That could be a reasonable 


solution, especially in short distances, to the 


problem that Avon presents.  


And finally, I just want to welcome you.  


If anybody's interested in joining our organization, 


we'll accept you as a member.  It doesn't cost 


anything.  But the one thing I do want to establish 


as well on the talk of undergrounding, last night 


there was mention of -- how many miles of 


transmission line do we have in the state of 


Minnesota?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I don't know the number 


off of the top of my head, but Xcel has at least 


1,700 miles in the system. 


MR. HYLLA:  Let's say 1,700 miles, 


there's, what, four miles of undergrounding in the 


state of Minnesota?  I was actually appalled by 
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that.  What you're essentially proposing, Xcel 


Energy and their partners as well as the state of 


Minnesota, is the construction of really big 


telephone poles.  


And we're in the 21st century right now, 


there's new technology out there, there's 


superconductors that allow for a 345 kilovolt 


transmission lines to be buried underground.  Yes, 


it's more costly, but it avoids some of these 


contentious relationships that start to build 


between landowners, particularly the preferred route 


versus the key one, I-94.


And there's also some cost efficiency to 


be realized.  Darrin mentioned that -- I think you 


mentioned that the corner posts -- putting in a 


corner post is three times more expensive than 


tangent posts.  In the north route, there's 17 right 


angles that are taken to accomplish that route.  


Some of those costs could be realized and we can 


offset the cost of burying these lines underground, 


especially for short distances.


Undergrounding is a reasonable solution, 


and I challenge CapX 2020, as well as the state of 


Minnesota, to innovate in that regard.  That's all I 


have.  Thank you.  
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Follow that, Dave. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I'm going to assume 


there's some agreement with that in the room.  


The next comment. 


MR. STAI:  Thank you, Scott.  


Mark Stai, S-T-A-I.  What you mentioned 


in the preliminary of this meeting tonight was that 


there would be a 345 kilovolt line going down this 


corridor.  Now, that also opens up the ability -- or 


the possibility of more lines being added to the 


poles, correct, because the poles are sturdy enough 


to hold more lines than what this initial stage is?  


And it also then opens the possibility of 


an expanded corridor for future electricity 


transmission lines following this parallel route; 


would that be correct?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yes.  And an interesting 


point, and obviously I'm in sync with you tonight 


because I just flipped to this slide.  The company 


originally came in with the idea during the 


certificate of need process of building a 


single-circuit 345 kV line.


When the need was evaluated by the 


Commission, they said you're not thinking far enough 


into the future.  So we want you to build that line, 
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but we also want you to build it 345 


double-circuit-capable.  So that means what will be 


built is a line like this (indicating), but it only 


has lines on one side.  


Now, that has an impact of making one 


think that if more lines go in, they're probably 


going there.  They might, but there will be an 


entire new set of circumstances and reviews that 


take place. 


First, we'll have to determine through 


the PUC process, is there a need for an additional 


345 kV line?  That's a year-long process of review 


and a contested case hearing.  And then, also, we'll 


be back for this type of a hearing, again -- or this 


type of a route review process, is that the right 


place to put them?  


But another real issue that you brought 


up is if we do create new corridors where there 


weren't any before, do we all of a sudden establish 


that there are other things that could go along that 


line?  And the answer is yes.  


MR. STAI:  Your 150 could become wider?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  There could -- it could -- 


the corridor could be considered as the same thing 


as this system where we're looking to parallel 
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existing infrastructure, and this would become 


existing infrastructure, yes.


UNIDENTIFIED:  Examples of 


infrastructure?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, examples of 


infrastructure could be pipelines, additional power 


lines.  


MR. DINGMAN:  My name is Scott Dingman, 


D-I-N-G-M-A-N.


I've got a couple questions for Darrin.  


First off, why can't you follow the Lake Wobegon 


Trail because that was an existing rail line?  And 


the second question is, why are you bringing power 


all the way from the Fargo area down to Monticello 


where you already have two power plants within ten 


miles of each other?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The second question first, 


it's fairly easy to answer and I can answer that as 


there's no right or wrong.  Again, that is the same 


answer, is that that was decided by the Commission 


as the right solution to this problem.  And, again, 


it doesn't necessarily just carry power from 


outside, it does meet local reliability and system 


expansion needs.


And this is the first time I've done this 
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in three days, what was your first question?  


MR. DINGMAN:  Lake Wobegon. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  Thank you.  


I'm not necessarily going to have Darrin answer that 


because, again, what we're here talking about is 


possibilities, and if you want to suggest that we 


look at the Lake Wobegon Trail as an alternative, by 


all means, submit that as a suggestion, and as well, 


I assume, it is tonight on the record.  There have 


been others that have suggested that as well.  


MR. ROSS:  Hi.  My name's Bob Ross, 


spelled B-O-B, either way, R-O-S-S.  I live up by 


Fisher Hill, and a few years ago Stearns Electric 


put a substation in up there.  And I kind of fought 


it and I got it moved out of my plot, they moved it 


one plot over.


And they said it wouldn't change the area 


whatsoever.  Well, it has.  There's parking -- it's 


just a big parking lot now.  People park there all 


the time.  So I really feel that when these guys 


come in, they put their stuff there, their 


equipment's in, and they leave and forget about you.


I saw two little neighbor girls riding 


their bikes one day and a guy's up there in the 


woods watching them with binoculars.  And when our 
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binoculars connected, he took off and I couldn't 


catch him.  


But that's what goes on.  I complained 


for over a year to get them to put up signs and they 


put two garage sale signs:  No trespassing, which 


doesn't do much good.


But my biggest concern is once they cut 


through all this farmland, who's going to stop the 


four-wheelers?  They're going to be running on 


everybody's property.  And then I would like to see 


that you go back to the alternative route of I-94 


because that's where it belongs.  


And we are the owners of these power 


companies.  I own REA, I'm a part-owner, aren't we?  


And we should have our say-so and we don't want 


somebody else deciding that for us. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Just as an aside -- your 


comments are well noted.  But just as an aside, 


nobody should come and tell you that there's not 


going to be an impact.  These are 150-foot towers 


with a 150-foot-wide easement on, many times, your 


property.  There is an impact.  


Now, if a company were to come in to -- 


the PUC, on the other hand, does have a very strict 


compliance policy to their permits and the companies 
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have very strict restrictions in the permit of, you 


come in, you disturb as little as possible, you 


clean up, and you compensate as you leave.


So for a transmission project with Xcel 


Energy and this CapX, that shouldn't be a problem.  


If it is a problem, then you have recourse to come 


back to the PUC.  


But your other comments are perfectly 


well noted. 


MR. SKROCH:  My name is Dale Skroch, 


S-K-R-O-C-H.  I'm a resident on the alternate route 


A.  


One thing, what about the maintenance and 


inspection?  Because these power lines, once they're 


way out in the country, constantly going through 


farmers' yards, it just seems that if it's down 


I-94, the maintenance, the inspection would be so 


much easier.


That's forever.  I mean, it's out on our 


farmland and they're going to be constantly out 


there inspecting and that's just -- it just doesn't 


seem right out in the -- on these historical farm 


sites, and that's my feeling.  


MR. SANNER:  My name is John Sanner, 


S-A-N-N-E-R.  
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I can remember back to the '70s when a 


power line went through Stearns County, and if you 


can figure out a way to detour Stearns County, it 


would make my job a lot easier.


But I agree, we have an established 


corridor with Interstate 94, and it was refreshing 


for me to hear this evening that it sure is doable.  


It might be a little bit challenging for you to do 


it, but I'm confident that you can keep it on the 


interstate.


Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Of course, with the 


general mood of the room, I feel badly for the 


people who are living along the interstate and not 


feeling quite confident to speak up.


And the only other comment is, I think 


it's going to be really difficult to get to the 


St. Cloud substation without entering Stearns 


County. 


MR. SCHMITT:  I'm Brent Schmitt 


B-R-E-N-T, S-C-H-M-I-T-T.


I guess I'm going to reiterate what Scott 


said without having to say everything that he said.  


I-94 has to be the route that it goes.  


When I built my house out on my property, 
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I built far enough away from the interstate 


thinking, I've got my peace.  And it is not that at 


this point.  The transmission line is going to come 


within 45 yards of my house.  And, you know, one of 


the things that I feel about anyone, wherever this 


goes -- wherever this route goes, I'm now thinking 


yes, no one else -- my property value's going to 


decrease and they -- you know, I've talked to people 


at -- you know, some people that had informed me 


that there are studies done that your property won't 


decrease.  


I'm not quite sure what they're looking 


at when they say that, because someone living where 


I live and where many of us live, if we want to see 


this power, we would have went and built our house 


in the city.  And we didn't, we built in the 


country.


I'm pretty sure the picture on 


Garrison Keillor's book, Lake Wobegon, it's not a 


picture of I-94, it's a picture of a dirt road.  And 


that's where we live and that's where this power 


line is proposed to go.  


So technology, how can we not be moving 


forward?  How can we only have four miles of 


underground power lines?  Let's get aggressive, 
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let's push on 94, let's take care of everyone.  I 


don't want to just push these issues out, because a 


lot of studies out there about the EMFs, there are a 


lot studies that say they do cause medical issues 


and there's a lot of studies out there that say they 


don't.  


The Public Utilities Commission, I 


believe, Xcel Energy says it doesn't affect 


anything.  However, when I've got a four-year-old 


and a six-year-old daughter, I'm scared to death 


because I feel as though if this comes 45 yards from 


my house, I have to move because of the studies that 


state if you're within 200 meters that you've got a 


67 percent increased likelihood of childhood 


leukemia.


So that's not the reason that I want to 


push off because other people may have to deal with 


it.  But let's get aggressive and come up with our 


technology and put it underground in the areas where 


it's needed.  


MR. JERRY LAHR:  My name is Jerry Lahr, 


L-A-H-R, and I live up in Fisher Hill area.  I had 


heard that, yes, it's going to be a 385 (sic) line 


that goes in there.  But is it true that if they 


need to that they can increase the voltage to 700?  
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  No.  No.  The company has 


been authorized to build a 345 kV line, period.  So 


they can't built a 720-capable line and then -- or a 


765 or whatever the largest step up is next and then 


just up the power later.  They're building a 345 kV 


line.  


I assume you're not related to 


Darrin Lahr?


MR. JERRY LAHR:  (Shakes head.)


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.


MR. WALETZKO:  My name is David Waletzko, 


W-A-L-E-T-Z-K-O.  


And I oppose this line tremendously.  


Actually, my house would be right underneath the 


lines.  I would see more of it being a benefit if it 


was built for my purple martins in the summertime 


for them to sit on versus transmitting this high 


voltage.


I'd also like to know, at what point does 


the Utilities Commission see that this line is safe 


for anybody that lives near or under this line?  How 


can they think that there is no effects when studies 


are proven you can be up to 200 to 300 feet and put 


a fluorescent bulb in the ground and see it 


partially light up?  







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


27


I will also say that they should consider 


the I-94 corridor as well.  And also, I'd like to 


see a show of hands of how many people want to live 


next to this power line because it directly -- if I 


look out my picture windows toward Pelican Lake, 


which I moved away from the Cities to do, I will be 


looking out at this power line and not at Pelican 


Lake.  


Thank you.  


MR. BOUK:  Ray Bouk, B-O-U-K.  How many 


miles of underground are we talking if you have to 


go underground?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's something we'd 


really have to look at.  I'm not sure what it would 


be, there's are a lot of options. 


MR. BOUK:  But if they went under the 


ocean, they should be able to go a few miles 


underground. 


MS. BOATZ:  Margaret Boatz, B-O-A-T-Z.


I live in the Fisher Hill area.  One of 


the things that I think was raised by Darrin is the 


increased cost if the power line has to go in a 


certain way, that's a negative reason for building 


it that way.  But I think what we need to do is 


factor in the costs of other things that we're not 
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putting into that, which would include the decreased 


costs -- or values of property and the increased 


cost of health issues that were suggested by the 


person over there (indicating).  


There's a lot of studies that support the 


negative effects on health and we can argue about 


that as much as we want, but I think the cost of 


medical issues and the cost of property values are a 


factor in that cost.  We can't just look at the cost 


of the line itself. 


MR. ROSS:  Bob Ross again.  I live up at 


Fisher Hill and my easement is a mile and a quarter 


by four miles long.  


And first of all, I've e-mailed you guys 


from the day one and you never responded for three 


weeks.  I had to turn to the Better Business Bureau 


to get an answer, then they started talking right 


away.


Well, this easement is a mile and a 


quarter wide.  I thought they were supposed to come 


out with a route and not just get to one certain 


area and say somewhere in there we're going to run 


this line.  So we're all -- all our taxes, why are 


we paying taxes?  The taxman says, hey, it's what 


the houses sell for in your area.  Okay.  I couldn't 
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sell my house now if I wanted to.  What's it worth?  


Nothing.  Yeah.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It's a good point to make 


a distinction here about routes as well.  Some of 


the routes -- the route, generally, that Xcel Energy 


is requesting is a 1,000-foot route.  And in some 


instances, you've noticed on your maps there a line 


and that's typically where they anticipate a problem 


point, if they're running it right along the 


highway, if they seems to be a problem there, and 


they anticipate a solution that goes around there.


So it may be that or it may be all of 


that, but that's the route, you're right, that would 


be permitted.  The company would only be allowed, in 


the end, to use 150 feet of that.  The idea of 


giving a route like that in some places where there 


are special concerns are to give the company and the 


landowner the opportunity to negotiate what would be 


the least impact for the landowner to where the line 


is, they put that 150 feet.  


UNIDENTIFIED:  Do you have this big power 


line running through your backyard?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I'm sorry.  It's not 


really going to further the fair discussion to call 


across the yard, because I can talk about my 
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situation but it wouldn't be fair because I don't 


live here.  It's not relevant to this situation, 


this is your concern today.  


MR. EIKMEIER:  I'm Ken Eikmeier, 


E-I-K-M-E-I-E-R.  I live along I-94 and Highway 23.  


I have the alternate route coming right over the top 


of my house.  


Now, we've lived there for, it's going on 


43 years.  When I-94 came through, the DNR didn't 


ask where they wanted to come through, the 


Department of Transportation, nobody cared whether 


they come through there.  And we had a choice:  Put 


up with it or shut up.


It came through, and now I'm stuck with 


it.  My house sits 40 feet from the fence on I-94, 


and I am not the only person that is along I-94.  


Everybody talks about this transmission line going 


along I-94.  Yes, I say that's true, it should go in 


a lot of areas.  But there's a lot of areas that 


have homes right along I-94.  


So if we're going to bury this 


underground, I'm all for it.  But there's a lot of 


areas I know that they're going to just go right 


over us, they're going to put it up the way they 


want to.  So we're in the same boat along I-94 as 
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all the rest of you people are up in St. Wendel, 


St. Stephen, wherever you may be, Fisher Hill.  


When they came through with that freeway, 


they chopped a lot of farms in half.  They took five 


acres of my woods, solid oak woods, cut them right 


down through that Freeway 10.  Now, it's open for 


game, we can put anything along there we want to.  


I mean, we've got to look at this aspect, 


too.  I mean, that's -- they can't do that all over.  


I mean, sure, we should be probably jogging this 


thing over -- or underground, yeah, that would be 


great if we could do that.


And I know this Avon area, that's where 


the big sticker comes in.  You know, they don't want 


to interfere with the lakes, and I can see that 


where they have to take -- buy that many homes.  But 


here we are and we're stuck with it.  


And we've got the wildlife, the swamp 


area behind us.  We've got just as much wildlife as 


they do anyplace else.  So we're going to come in 


and we're going to chase all of our wildlife away 


just as well as anyplace else with that thing.  


So I-94 is not always the place for that 


stuff to be.  I mean, none of us along there asked 


for that freeway to come through the middle of our 
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farms.  Our farm is nearing a Century Farm, too, and 


they came right through there, they chopped right 


through the farm.  


I remember my dad, the first offering 


they gave him was $100 an acre to come across there.  


Well, can you imagine buying up land for $100 an 


acre?  Yeah, it was 30 some years ago, but it's 


ridiculous.  But I'm not in favor of that thing 


going along I-94 all the way.  


In a lot of places, it's fine.  There's 


nothing around there.  But there's a lot of areas -- 


and I'm not talking about just for myself, there's a 


lot of areas where people have their homes right 


along I-94.  So that's something we've got to look 


at, too. 


Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Can you do this quickly, 


there's another hand up here (indicating)?  


MR. SCHMITZ:  This is Joe Schmitz again.  


I just wanted to make a comment on his.  Yes, 


everybody's going to be affected through 94 or the 


alternative routes.  


Once again, I want to reiterate, why do 


we even need this?  I think each one of us needs to 


take a stand, find alternative sources that we can 
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do ourselves, you know, either solar panels, cutting 


down, turning out the lights, whatever, and fight it 


this way, each person. 


Thank you. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I had a hand up in here 


(indicating)?  


MR. MALESKA:  My name is Bob Maleska, 


M-A-L-E-S-K-A.  And I never once heard anything 


that -- in regards to any compensation on land.  I 


have a mile and a half of power line to come across 


my farm.  I mean, I know the value's going down, but 


there's going to large sections I can't even farm 


after this right-of-way.  What kind of compensation 


do we get if it does finally go through?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I would think that would 


be a bottom line, literally, question for a number 


of people, and there's not a simple answer.  And 


it's not necessarily a part of the state process.


What will go through -- because when the 


Public Utilities Commission authorizes a route, 


that's when the negotiations will begin between the 


company and the landowners, and you may want to 


speak to the company offline here.  But what happens 


is that becomes a negotiated settlement.  So you 


would have to evaluate what you thought was your 
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worth and your loss and they would have to evaluate 


it and then it would go into negotiations.  


In a system where the Public Utilities 


Commission has issued a route permit, if it's 


finally -- where it's a situation if it's not 


resolved, it does enter the eminent domain process 


where a panel -- a judge panel would arbitrate the 


final decision for the value.  There is not a single 


number that tells you how much you're going to get.  


MR. NIX:  Hello.  I'm Richard Nix, that's 


N-I-X.  Regardless of which path it takes, has there 


been a study on the numbers of families that will be 


impacted by this?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That will definitely be a 


part if you present this, but that will definitely 


be a part.  When we get all these alternatives laid 


out, one of the evaluations will be how many people 


is this impacting?  


Also, on the other hand, it's how many 


it's impacting, if it's impacting fewer people, is 


it a greater impact or a lesser impact?  It's just 


such a complex issue.  


The Minnesota Rules, if you check out 


7850, you will find it lays out at least a dozen 


issues that the Commission is going to really 
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decide.  And when it comes down to it, the 


Administrative Law Judge is going to come out here 


and make sure the environmental impact statement and 


the record that's produced answer how those issues 


are going to be addressed to find out.  


And we're going to balance those 


issues -- I'm not going to balance them, I'm going 


to analyze those issues for each of the alternatives 


that either exists or that come into us from you and 


try to present as complete a record so the Public 


Utilities Commission can make as informed a decision 


as possible.  Definitely the number of houses is in.  


MS. TRAY:  My name is Michelle Tray, 


T-R-A-Y.  I live right out along the freeway as 


well, and I want to expand on what Mr. Eikmeier 


said.  I think what everybody needs to stop and 


understand here, I'm all for the underground/buried 


lines.  But those of us that live along the freeway, 


our homes, our children, our land, and our 


children's health are just as important to us as it 


is to all of you. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I want everybody to have 


an opportunity to make a comment here tonight, if 


they want to.  We have one restriction is, if we're 


going to go a lot further on into the evening, which 
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is perfectly fine with me, we need to give Christine 


a break.  


So if we're going to go another 


15 minutes, that's fine.  I think she can hold out.  


If there are going to be a lot of people that want 


to go on past that, we can take a break at any time 


now, too.  Would you prefer to take a break and 


reconvene?  


UNIDENTIFIED:  No.


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, let's press forward 


then.  Then if it does come to a point where it 


looks like it's going to go long, then we'll just to 


have break for a minute.  


Okay.


MR. HYLLA:  Dave, I just have a quick 


question and a comment, actually, in response to the 


folks on 94.  The question is, how many wind energy, 


alternative wind energy is this line going to 


transmit?


And getting back to 94, I certainly 


empathize with your position.  I'm dealing with it 


myself right now, and I don't want to sound 


insensitive, that's an existing easement, 


unfortunately.  You live in -- you live in what's 


called a disturbed area.  There are some benefits to 
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living on 94 and also some challenges of living on 


94.  And those easements are where those 


transmission lines are supposed to go, not through 


open farmlands where they're using field and parcel 


lines. 


UNIDENTIFIED:  There's open farmland 


along there. 


MR. HYLLA:  Absolutely.  Absolutely.  I 


understand.  I don't want to sound insensitive to 


it, but that's where it needs to go, and that's why 


Minnesota policy on nonproliferation was put in 


place.  So I just want to respond to that. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And, again, as we stated 


really early on in the evening, everybody has a 


potential impact and a real impact and what we're 


trying to do is talk about the issues, what we can 


do to address them.  And it can't, especially in 


this meeting, be about you should take it or we 


should take it.  


That's not furthering our ability to 


study what really needs to be looked at tonight.  


All of these issues will come to bear in a long-term 


hearing and through the process.  But I don't think 


we'll reach a lot by arguing back and forth tonight. 


MS. DRAKE:  My name is Mary Drake, 
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D-R-A-K-E, and I just had a question.  Why can't it 


go through rest areas, why can the line not go 


through there?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Because so far the 


Minnesota Department of Transportation says that's 


not allowable within their policy.  You asked the 


question.  


On the other hand, I don't mean to say 


it's all of us, the utility, everybody's saying it's 


MnDOT, because it would be really simplifying the 


issue.  But, again, we will look at those pieces of 


it. 


MR. SCEPANIAK:  Good evening.  I'm 


Duane Scepaniak, S-C-E-P-A-N-I-A-K.  I was here 


earlier this afternoon at the first meeting and it 


was quite important about, you know, us being in the 


20th century and trying to innovate new things.  


There was so much response to the underground, you 


know, and why can't we go underground?  


David is right, MnDOT's got a clause in 


their regulations that they don't want any of the 


horizontal or vertical lines that come with the 


power lines.  So MnDOT doesn't even want it, but 


then it's pushed down to us.


That's all I've got to say.  Again, I 
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think we should challenge them to start going 


underground.  We're the owners of it, let's make 


them go that route at least in some areas where it's 


that sensitive.  


Thank you.  


REPRESENTATIVE HOSCH:  I'm Larry Hosch, 


I'm the State Representative for much of this area.  


First, I'd like to say the MnDOT thing, that is 


crazy.  I mean, it's, I'm sure, an agency rule and 


not a law, and if we're impacting an agency, that's 


a lot better than impacting a family.  


Secondly, if any of you have concerns, 


questions, if I can be a conduit between yourself 


and the PUC, I'd be happy to do that.  Please know 


that the PUC is independent, essentially, from the 


legislature, but this process is a difficult 


process.  If I can help out, please let me know.  


We just had one about three years ago 


with the pipeline, which, by the way, went 


underground.  So if we can do it with a pipeline, we 


can do it with energy.  So please keep me in mind 


because this is a tough process for the next 12 or 


15 months and hopefully it can be resolved to most 


of your satisfactions. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And thank you, 
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Representative.  And just in addition, just so we 


don't clearly put it all on MnDOT -- and don't 


anybody let it get out of this room that I supported 


MnDOT in any way.  Oh, darn, it's on the record.  


But their policies and procedures need to be 


addressed and accepted and passed by the Federal 


Highway Administration as well.  


MR. STAI:  Mark Stai, S-T-A-I.  


Thank you, Representative Hosch, for 


being here tonight.  And there's a lot constituents 


in here that belong to your district and I would 


challenge you to find out from MnDOT and try to 


direct them to help cooperate in this effort because 


they need to be onboard.


The question I have is where onboard are 


they now?  I mean, how willing have they been to 


work with up to this point?  Because there's nobody 


from MnDOT here tonight, I believe.  That's one 


comment.  


The other one is, you mentioned Great 


River and Xcel, who are the other players that are 


in with this project, and why. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, I cannot possibly 


explain why.  The major coordinators of the project 


are Xcel Energy, and if you reference the work -- is 
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the information in the application?  


MR. DARRIN LAHR:  It is. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, you can tell us 


quickly. 


MR. DARRIN LAHR:  Like I mentioned 


earlier, CapX 2020 is 11 different utilities.  The 


different utilities have chosen to use different 


parts of the line.  In this particular case, there's 


five utilities that are part of it:  Xcel Energy, 


Great River Energy, Otter Tail Power, Missouri River 


Energy Services, and what's the last?  I'm 


forgetting, Minnesota Power, Otter Tail, excuse me 


one second. 


UNIDENTIFIED:  Stearns.


MR. DARRIN LAHR:  No.  Stearns is 


actually -- Stearns is a distribution co-op, they're 


not a generation co-op. 


MRES, Minnesota Power, Otter Tail, GRE, 


and us.  There, I got it that time.  I must have 


forgot us the first time through.  But those are the 


parties that are involved in this particular 


project.  


And then the way it's been -- the way 


CapX has been set up is one company leads the effort 


to do this deal here, and so like Great River Energy 
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is leading the Brookings line.  So different 


companies are doing different lines. 


MS. UNDERSANDER:  Hi.  I'm 


Pat Undersander, U-N-D-E-R-S-A-N-D-E-R.  


Thirty years ago Commonwealth War Graves 


Commission my father was a farmer in Red River 


Valley, and he had to fight it, just all the 


different things.  But my question is, if they go 


underground, what is the impact to us versus in the 


air, is there a difference?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, an interesting 


question.  I'll get back to that, but first, there's 


a question, what's MnDOT doing now?  They're playing 


well with other people now, comparatively.  


In additional processes that are going on 


currently, the Brookings line, the Monticello line, 


we've been doing a lot of discussions with MnDOT.  


We've been doing a lot discussions about what the 


possibilities are within the regulations, what needs 


to be evaluated to make exceptions to the 


regulations, that type of thing.  So the discussions 


are definitely going forward.  


What's the difference between overground 


and underground?  Typically, in the wake of -- some 


people are talking about very, very leading edge 
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technology, about superconductor technology.  I'm 


not sure whether or not that's a viable option in 


this real world here now.  I'm not saying it's not.  


If I were to think right now, I would think an 


underground option would be a major buried conduit 


system where you put in the lines.  And the 345 kV 


lines are extremely hot.  So they need conductor 


fluids that go through the lines, so that's an 


additional expense.  


But the bottom line is that, to an 


extent, you can shield electric fields better from 


there.  But the way it stands now, a magnetic field 


is not shieldable by any normal circumstance, by 


buildings, trees, anything like that.


So in an underground situation, the main 


difference would be that you would actually, since 


you're closer to the wire, have a higher magnetic 


field directly above the wire than you would an 


overhead.  But for distance away from the 


centerline, it dissipates much more quickly towards 


the edge of the right-of-way, if that answers your 


question.  


MS. UNDERSANDER:  (Nods head.) 


MR. WALETZKO:  David Waletzko, again, 


W-A-L-E-T-Z-K-O.  
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Has there been a study, since this line 


is such a long transmit from Fargo all the way down 


to St. Cloud, on what type of electricity loss is 


there in this versus centralizing power.  


Are we -- is there several injection 


points along this line, or is this power all coming 


from North Dakota?  Actually, of 100 percent power, 


how much of that is actually getting down to the 


ends of the line?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And when I get the degree 


to explain the grid to you, I'm going to be 


somewhere else making a lot more money.  That's a 


very particular question.  This line actually does 


fill an ability to meet the renewable energy 


standard that the state legislature has enforced.  


It does that by bringing in wind, but also by 


building up the system so that there's a greater 


capacity for wind on the system.  


It does stop occasionally in the state, 


the design is it needs to stop at Fargo, it needs to 


stop at the Alexandria switching station, shoring 


that up, it stops here at the new St. Cloud 


substation, shoring that up for the local 


reliability, the local capability.  


To answer in any real depth about the 
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losses, I would have to go to Darrin and his 


engineers.


MR. DARRIN LAHR:  Are you asking me?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, not right now.  If 


we have other questions -- not at this time, it's 


not relevant.  But, again, those are the questions 


that were hammered out in the contested hearing, 


what's the best solution?  The certificate of need 


precis is very specific.  It's, do we have a need, 


and what's the best solution to meet that need?  


So those are exactly the types of 


questions that were hammered out. 


MR. SANNER:  One last time and then I'll 


stop.  John Sanner, S-A-N-N-E-R.  I think it's 


pretty obvious to everybody in the room that nobody 


wants the overhead line in their yard, right?  


Nobody does.  I don't care if you live in Fisher 


Hill, I don't care if you live in St. Wendel 


Township, or if you live along the interstate, 


nobody wants to see the power line.


So if that's the case, whether it's an 


environmental issue or a human issue, it sounds like 


it's completely feasible to bury that line, and I 


don't know why they don't do that.  It might cost a 


little more money, but if it's safer for us and it's 
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better for the environment, why won't they do that?  


Thanks.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Do we have anyone that 


wants to start wrapping it up, or do we want to take 


a break?  


MR. LYON:  Hi.  My name is Joel Lyon, 


L-Y-O-N.  And I'm a township supervisor and we get 


the questions on equalization days, they put up a 


cell tower, they put up a 9-1-1 tower adjacent to 


their property, and we're being instructed by the 


county assessor's office that we can't give them a 


break on their valuation because they claim they 


have facts that it doesn't.  


I certainly wouldn't want to live next to 


one of these.  So is there a way that these property 


owners could also get -- we know it's going to go 


somewhere, but could they at least be notified of 


what they could expect, the devaluation they'll 


have?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, it's a good 


question.  Is there a property valuation impact; if 


there is, how much?  It's predictable in different 


ways and in different proceedings.  And then, of 


course, the assessment questions are going to be 


back to, I can't answer those.  
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But the question is ongoing, we will 


review it.  We reviewed the studies that we've had 


to date.  But every time we approach this, it's the 


like the EMF issue, each new EIS is an opportunity 


to search for new data to see what the best science 


is, to see what the best survey is, for instance, on 


this issue.  So we will attempt to come back with 


the best data that we can put together.  


So, right, I understand, people want to 


know what the real impact is.  And that's why these 


information pieces are released before the contested 


case hearing, so people have a lot more information 


in-hand before the actual contested case. 


MR. STAI:  Mark Stai, again, S-T-A-I.  If 


you take a break here, granted, there might be some 


people that leave.  If that's the case, could you 


explain to us now what the next public hearing 


format is going to be and what information will be 


there that you can't answer tonight?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  All right.  Yeah.  Further 


down the road will be the public hearing, but the 


next one will be an information and comment hearing.  


It will be about sometime, probably, in August.  It 


depends on how long it takes us to compile and put 


this information together.  
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What it will be is, at least 20 days 


before that date, we will have released our draft 


environmental impact statement, posted it on our 


website, made it available to people in the local 


public libraries.  


You'll have a chance to evaluate some of 


the research we've done.  We'll come back at that 


meeting, we'll convene, as this, and you'll be able 


to make comments on that document to help inform 


what needs to be done to make the final EIS a more 


complete document.  


I want to know if people are going on, or 


if we should break?  If we just have a few more 


questions if we're going to go on here -- I mean, if 


we're going to break after this.  So do we just have 


a couple more questions or comments?  


Well, if I could -- oh, one more.  Okay.


MR. BRUMMER:  I'm Roy Brummer.


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Spell that for me. 


MR. BRUMMER:  B-R-U-M-M-E-R.  And my 


question is that, if you're part of the Public 


Utilities Commission, why weren't the public 


involved in you making a decision to approve this 


line in the first place?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  I actually work for 
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the Office of Energy Security, and we do the process 


for the public utilities.  So, in essence, it 


doesn't really make a difference.  I could work for 


them as staff or work here doing the same thing.  


But as a matter of fact, the certificate 


of need process was the process where we came out, 


we scoped an environmental document for the review, 


contested parties filed testimony, and it was tried 


out here on the line and in the Twin Cities over the 


course of several weeks.  So that process took well 


over a year to process.  So the public was involved 


in that.  


Okay.  You can be the last one 


(indicating). 


MR. HULS:  Sure.  Yes.  My name is 


Steve Huls, and the spelling is H-U-L-S.  


Two questions regarding the underground 


lines that we talked about a lot tonight.  The first 


one is, do the easements, the setbacks, do they 


change when it's underground versus overhead?  


Secondly, what is the -- roughly, what is 


the percentage change by putting the line 


underground versus overhead, and then subsequent 


maintenance costs going forward?  We've talked a lot 


about it, but I think it's going to come down to 
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dollars and cents as well.  And it's probably 


something that all of us have an interest in.  So if 


you can answer that, that would be great. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I can, but I'll let Darrin 


do it. 


MR. DARRIN LAHR:  Thanks.  


The undergrounding right-of-way width, 


it's still going to be substantial.  It might not be 


150 feet, but it's going to be substantial. 


MR. HULS:  Can you be more specific with 


substantial?  


MR. DARRIN LAHR:  It's going to be 


upwards of 75 feet, easily. 


UNIDENTIFIED:  It's 25.


MR. DARRIN LAHR:  Well, 150 feet is what 


we're talking about now.


UNIDENTIFIED:  It's 25 feet.  For 


American SuperConductor, it's 25 feet of 


right-of-way. 


MR. DARRIN LAHR:  Per American 


SuperConductor it's 25 right-of-way, but this is a 


double-circuit line, so these circuits have to be 


separated from each other.  They can't just be one 


right next to each other.  


From a cost perspective, the 
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undergrounding of transmission like this is 


somewhere in the neighborhood of seven to ten times 


the cost of the overhead.


MR. HULS:  And then the subsequent 


maintenance?  


MR. DARRIN LAHR:  I don't have figures on 


what the subsequence maintenance will be.


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The gentleman asked about 


the cost of the subsequent maintenance on the 


undergrounding.  But, again, all issues, we 


definitely will be examining as options.  


MR. SCHMITT:  Brent Schmitt, 


S-C-H-M-I-T-T.  I guess, just in response, I'm 


assuming that when we're comparing costs and 


underground is seven times more expensive, my 


assumption is that we're going to compare apples to 


apples.  


So if we're going north, it's going to 


add 20 to 30 more miles to the route and we're going 


to add 17 more corner posts.  Therefore, if we only 


do four miles at seven times the cost, that's still 


cheaper than going 20 to 30, 40 miles out of the 


way.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I can only agree that we 


will examine apples to apples the best we can.  
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Anyone burning with one last comment to 


make?  


I can just thank you very much for 


participating.  Because I live in St. Paul, I can't 


look out my window and see Stearns County.  It's 


just the way it is.  So your comments are incredibly 


important to this system.  


Just recall the date February 12th and 


make sure you can get that information into the 


final and get it going.  


Thank you for coming.


(Public comment concluded.)
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I'm ready to go right now.  


And then you can ask the same questions again along 


that way, during that process, whether you have some 


fairly straightforward technical questions for 


Darrin or myself or even some process oriented 


questions for myself, that's good, too.  


Everybody should feel comfortable, this 


is a small, intimate room here, so we can go forward 


here.  


MR. KEVIN ERLANDSON:  I'm Kevin 


Erlandson, here with my mom, she has land up north. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Can you spell it, please?  


MR. KEVIN ERLANDSON:  E-R-L-A-N-D-S-O-N.  


I was just wondering, it was brought up 


earlier that they didn't want to cut diagonally 


across properties on the alternative route.  I was 


wondering when the routes were -- they were talked 


about, when the meetings and stuff were where they 


talked about that, because the first information we 


received was in October, was the very first 


information we received.  And to me that's something 


that was talked about earlier with people, not 


wanting it cutting across, diagonally across their 


land.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I'm going to have Darrin 
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talk about that a little bit.  


It's really trying to make it as 


convenient as possible without doing damage to 


things like farmland.  The whole idea is to go along 


existing corridors to the extent possible, so we're 


not creating new corridors or making new swaths 


across places that don't have, like if there's a 


township road or a county road, let's see if that's 


a viable place to go along it because there's also a 


corridor in place there or there's a transmission 


placed along there.  When they needed to cut across 


diagonally, the concept of not going across fields 


is very important, because you're not cutting across 


irrigation sites, you're going along property lines, 


section lines, as much as possible.  


But Darrin could talk about exactly how 


that process went for them coming forward to it.  So 


maybe that's a slightly different thing in this 


process than usually has been done in the past, and 


the company has a lot more open process, period, so 


I don't know how you got through without finding 


out, but maybe we can say something now and maybe 


you can talk to Darrin later.  


MR. LAHR:  Yeah.  Thank you for the 


question.  I apologize if you didn't receive the 
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earlier mailings, so we'll have to double check your 


name and address against the list that we maintain.  


Because we've pulled the list at different times 


throughout this past two-and-a-half year process to 


try to make sure we keep folks in the loop as to 


what's going on, so I apologize for that part of it.


When it comes to crossing property 


diagonally, I think what I heard you say was that 


you agree that we shouldn't be crossing properties 


diagonally.  And one of the ways we went about 


routing this line, we looked at east-west, 


north-south configurations on existing corridors, as 


David indicated.  So we looked at roadways, existing 


transmission lines, pipelines, things like that.  


And when those fail us due to 


sensitivities, whether it be residential home sites 


or wetlands or river crossings or whatever it might 


be, then we would start to look at other geographic 


boundaries that, again, go in that sort of 


east-west, north-south configuration.  So 


occasionally we would be on quarter section lines, 


section lines, property divisions between maybe two 


different property owners, where we would try to 


follow something like that.  


We try to take great pains to not cut 
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anybody's property in half, where we've got a line 


severing a parcel, we may run into that in a few 


spots, but for the most part we think we've avoided 


that.  And if we look at your particular situation 


after the meeting is over maybe there's information 


that you can provide us that would help rectify your 


situation.  


MR. KEVIN ERLANDSON:  I guess most of it 


comes from -- most of it comes from, I guess, I've 


done a lot of survey work, things like that, and we 


have been going diagonally across property to cut 


down on costs, things like that, with pipelines, 


transmission lines.  The environmental impact, is 


what I look at is when you're going across the field 


you're not affecting trees.  Like over west there is 


not a lot of, you know, environmental type things, 


structures over there because it's farmland, it's a 


tower in the middle of a section.  And it's always 


been a little easier to take the shortcut across 


there instead of through rivers, half sections of 


trees, things like that.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  Good start.  


We've got at least 12, 15 others to go here.  


MR. LARRY BISS:  Larry Biss.  Yeah, I was 


wondering how big a line, how big the towers are 
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from top to bottom, and how does it affect 


electronics on the combines of a tractor?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  Darrin, can you 


answer that?  


MR. LAHR:  You bet.  The details of the 


structures themselves, I mentioned earlier, the 


right-of-way is 150 feet wide, the towers themselves 


are single pole steel.  So they don't have any guy 


wires on them, there's nothing that bolts out into 


the field on corners or anything like that.  On 


90-degree corners you could see something where we 


would have two steel poles next to each other to 


split the weight up, or one extremely large pole.  


These poles are, on average, six to eight feet in 


diameter.  They're on a concrete base.  


So from a construction point we'll come 


out with an auger, drill a hole, put in a rebar 


package, fill it up with concrete, bolts on the top, 


and then we'll set the tower on top of that, it's 


usually a two or three piece tower.  It's going to 


be about 150 feet tall.  The bottom arm is about 85 


feet high.  And the lowest point that that conductor 


can sag to at any time based on our criteria is 36 


feet.  So that's a little bit about the structures.  


And then our span length.  We're about 
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five a mile, we're in the neighborhood of about 


1,000 feet between poles.  


Modern electronics haven't seemed to be 


bugged by any of the transmission stuff.  We haven't 


run into any issues as of yet that I'm aware of on 


these.  This is something that -- the sensitivity to 


electronics is something that is part of the 


environmental impact statement that is reviewed, but 


we haven't had really any issues with it to this 


point.  


MR. LARRY BISS:  Guaranteed?  I say, 


guaranteed?  


MR. LAHR:  Oh, I'm sorry.  Guaranteed?  


Well, there's no guarantee.  We'll guarantee we've 


looked at it, I mean, if there's something that's 


happening that's wrong with your particular 


situation, we'll make sure (inaudible) --


COURT REPORTER:  I can't hear you.  


MR. LAHR:  I was hoping a smaller room 


would make it work.  


We won't guarantee that there aren't 


issues.  If we wind up with issues, typically, like 


on, let's say, FM radio, we can get problems if we 


have bad hardware or a crack in an insulator where 


we get arcing and then we can get a little bit of 
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interference.  And if we don't happen to pick it up 


on our own maintenance activities, if somebody 


brings it to our attention we correct those 


situations on our system so we don't have the 


issues.  So I can't guarantee nothing will ever 


happen, but there might not be a cause and effect 


that we can fix it, but we'll pay attention to it 


and if something would change if the line went 


through and you have an impact, we would want to 


work with you on whatever the situation is. 


MR. LARRY BISS:  How about cell phones?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  I can do this.  


Thank you, Darrin.  


The lines are designed to be able to 


operate.  For instance, you'd be able to farm under 


the lines, you'd be able to do regular agriculture 


under the lines.  Any issues that come up, ideas of 


anything that might be a problem, you tell us and 


we'll make sure we look for the right answer or what 


needs to be done electronically to make that happen.  


That's what the environmental review is about, 


partly.  


Cell phones, typically, as a direct 


answer to that, have not presented a problem for 


service under transmission lines.  There might be 
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other things.  During the course of time sometimes 


people have come up with ideas with issues like 


pacemakers, will it affect your pacemaker.  And as a 


matter of fact, in some older cases there is some 


impact, and some newer cases, but we're going to 


look at that, we're going to see what the issue is, 


we're going to see what it takes to make the line 


safe for installation and use.  


So continue to ask the questions, I'm 


happy to hear them.  


MR. GREG WAGNER:  My name is Greg Wagner, 


W-A-G-N-E-R.  


And I guess it might be helpful to 


discuss a little more in-depth what the EIS is going 


to look at and what the results are going to be from 


that, potentially.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Sure.  I can do that 


again.  This is a draft (indicating), just to give 


you an idea, a starting place to have exactly that 


discussion.  


Okay.  If you look back, there's a bit -- 


after it talks about what the process is and how 


we're going to look at comments, there's a bit 


towards the back starting with a draft outline that 


talks very generally about the pieces that we would 
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be looking at.  So if you're going to look at issues 


of use of farming or electronics or health or any of 


those things, those can show up as subparts of any 


of those larger headings, or we may have new larger 


headings that come into the process if we don't see 


it.  


So this is here and is telling you the 


kinds of things we look at, it's not here as a 


limiting factor at this time.  Again, what this is 


going to do and why we need everything in this, 


because this is going to determine what the EIS will 


be.  And what moves forward.  It's going to 


determine what route alternatives move forward from 


this into the EIS and from that into the public 


hearing process.  


Because once that comes on, it's not like 


there aren't outliers that can come into the 


process, but we want to make sure that everything 


that's really under serious consideration in the 


process, to be fair to everybody and to get the best 


information, that all those things enter the process 


early on so they can be evaluated.  When we're 


looking at those routes we can see if there's going 


to be more of an environmental hit on this side, if 


there's going to be more impact on residential 
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housing on this one.  And how those balance and 


weigh out, that's a whole nother issue about 


decision-making.  But we try to make sure we present 


a balance of what's the impact of route, route and 


route as much as possible.  If you have specific 


questions about what may or may not be in it or how 


that process works, I can do that again. 


MR. GREG WAGNER:  No.  


MR. JACK LACEY:  Jack Lacey, L-A-C-E-Y.  


I would just like to say that I really 


like the route going down the interstate.  And for 


right here I think it makes the most sense by far 


because this is where we need the current.  Going 


around Fergus, we have the city of Fergus Falls, but 


also we have the ethanol plant and Wal-Mart and 


other big users, and if we put it out in the 


country, if something would happen down the road to 


where we get it now, all we need to do is plug into 


this line and we would have it.  So I really 


appreciate the route coming down the interstate.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah.  This is a little 


more difficult to tie into because it's designed 


kind of as a superhighway kind of a run.  But it 


does make stops along the way and it does build up 


the local areas.  For instance, up in Fargo, it will 
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hit a substation in Alexandria, too.  But, yes, it 


will build capacity for the entire system.  So I 


appreciate your comment.  


MS. NICOLE HANSEL-WELCH:  My name is 


Nicole Hansel-Welch.  I don't appreciate the 


route -- 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Can you spell that?


MS. NICOLE HANSEL-WELCH:  Sorry.  


H-A-N-S-E-L, hyphen, W-E-L-C-H.  


My family owns property along the 


interstate, so I'm not in support of the line going 


along the interstate.  But that's not my comment, 


necessarily.  


Just a question about the timing.  


Darrin, you mentioned 2013.  Is that for 


construction or is that for discussions with 


landowners on easements?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Keeping in mind that the 


decision will be about one year from today.  


MR. LAHR:  I think that's the earliest.  


The landowner discussions will be well under way, I 


would say, by that time.  That would probably be the 


earliest we'd be doing any kind of groundbreaking on 


what we consider to be sort of the St. Cloud to 


Fargo portion of the line.  So we may be on the 
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other end of the project possibly doing 


construction.  


MS. NICOLE HANSEL-WELCH:  And then I have 


one more question.  Who is paying for the EIS, just 


out of curiosity?  Is that the state or is that Xcel 


Energy?  Who's going to -- 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Who's paying for the EIS, 


who's paying my wages and helping pay Kelly?  Yeah.  


In a case like this the utility that's requesting an 


application is being charged back.  So we use our 


own independent people to do it and we just charge 


back the cost to the utility.  Of course, again, the 


cost of construction and all the costs work their 


way back to the ratepayer eventually.  But, yes, 


that's the upfront way it's handled.  


Just so you know, this picture then, too, 


as you know they're doing a single circuit 345 kV 


line, and this is a very good picture of how it's 


probably going to look.  The reason why it has two 


is because back when we -- going back to that 


certificate of need process, the Public Utilities 


Commission said we agree there's this need, we think 


you didn't go far enough.  We think when we go ahead 


and build this line we need to think forward and we 


need to build it double-circuit capable.  So what 
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it's done, when this line goes in it'll go in and 


one side will be conductored but the other side will 


be open.  So that's that weathered look, that's 


pretty much what it should look like for the most 


part.  


Now, if it comes down to it 10, 20 years 


from now or five years from now, who knows when, if 


there is a decision or a change or a growth pattern 


that says we need to go ahead and add more lines or 


try to build more capacity for wind or whatever it 


is we're going to do, it's not automatic that a line 


would just go and be slapped up there.  That would 


have to go through another year-long certificate of 


need process, it would have to go through another 


year-long routing process.  So those questions would 


be addressed just as carefully down the line once 


again for that particular need.  So just so you 


don't assume that that's automatically going to -- 


they can just up the voltage or up the whole system 


at one time.  So just as an aside.  


MR. LARRY BISS:  Larry Biss.  


I just had a question.  How does it 


affect property values?  And I have a field with 


drainage tile every 35 feet, how is that going to 


affect that?  
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Drainage tiles I think are 


real easy to address, 'cause if there's -- when it 


comes to construction, the company would work with 


the landowner to make sure there's little damage as 


possible.  If there's damage, it needs to be 


repaired, the same with any other thing, crop loss 


or land loss in construction.  And what they'll 


usually do is construct in the winter.  But when 


they're drilling down those steel poles, they'll 


want to talk to you and make sure they're not doing 


it through -- or placing poles right where the 


drainage tiles are.  Again, where damage occurs, it 


will be repaired.  


Property values are an interesting 


question.  I will usually take that as a comment to 


make sure we evaluate it again.  We do.  There's a 


lot of -- there's an interesting variety of 


responses and surveys that are done on that.  And 


when we go back we evaluate what we've seen best to 


the latest science and try to tell you up front in 


the EIS what we know about that issue.  


Every place is going to be different.  


Every place is going to be unique.  And in the end 


property value and losses are supposed to be 


anticipated to a certain degree in the easement 
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settlement that takes place down the line between 


the utility and the landowner.  That's how it's 


designed to work.  Whether that makes everybody 


happy in the end is another thing.  We found in the 


past that it may have some percentage of impact on 


property in the short term, maybe not in the long 


term.  There's a lot of variety.  I'm never going to 


come out here and say there will be no impact.  


I'm not going to say that about 


environmental issues.  You don't put in a line like 


that and not have environmental issues.  You don't 


put something like that on people's property and not 


have some issues.  The question is where are we 


going to place it where we have as few as possible 


and where are we going to place it where there are 


opportunities to mitigate for the problems.  One of 


those is settlements and cost and one of those is 


understanding where there might be problems.  


MR. DOUG CHRISTENSEN:  Doug Christensen, 


C-H-R-I-S-T-E-N-S-E-N.  


Just for our information, when this line 


gets to Fargo we're assuming that the power is 


eventually going to come out of North Dakota 


somewhere.  Can you tell us where this power is 


going to be sourced at or from?  
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I can address the 


question.  I can't necessarily tell you where it's 


coming from.  The idea of the line, and the 


certificate of need addressed the question quite 


extensively, the line is going to do a number of 


things.  


It's going to build up the reliability in 


certain locations like Fargo, Alexandria, St. Cloud 


will have a brand new substation, it will be in the 


substation in Monticello along the way.  It will 


build up the capacity for wind development in 


Minnesota.  In other words, we probably won't be 


hooking right into this line, but it should build up 


the capacity, the entire grid, to support more wind.  


It will draw power in from North Dakota.  


The way the Midwest Independent System Operator 


system works is that the grid is not necessarily 


aware of a type of generation.  So, in other words, 


where generation is available at a right price and 


where it's going and where it's needed, it moves 


back and forth.  


Will it pull some coal out of North 


Dakota?  Yes, it will.  Will it pull some wind power 


out of North Dakota?  Yes, it will.  It's not an 


absolute and it's not necessarily a controllable 
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factor.  And in addition to which, power does not go 


in one direction, it goes from demand to demand from 


generation.  So it may go east to west or north, you 


know, on the line at any one time.  So that's a 


general answer. 


MR. DOUG CHRISTENSEN:  Do you have any 


idea of the cost differential between running the 


green route as opposed to the blue route?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  We do.  It's in the 


application.  And we'll also, by the way, that will 


be one of our discussions, but just generally off 


the top?  


MR. LAHR:  The cost difference between 


the two routes is about $60 million, with the blue 


route being $60 million more than the green route.  


And just as an aside, the green route is actually 


shorter -- excuse me, the blue route is actually 


shorter than the green route, and it's still $60 


million more and that's due to all the angle 


structures.  


MR. DOUG CHRISTENSEN:  Just one final 


comment, then.  With all due respect to the lady to 


my right, I farm along the blue line, so I would 


definitely support the green line.  From my 


understanding, there is only -- other than 
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landowners that are directly affected with the green 


line, I understand that there's only two forms of 


opposition, one of them being Minnesota Department 


of Transportation, the other one being DNR.  And I 


guess in my opinion the green route, being as you 


have a corridor there already, you're going to have 


probably less of an effect on other people and 


situations than you would by following that blue 


route.  And in terms of DNR, and I hope not to 


offend anybody if there's any DNR people here, but 


it's time to probably start thinking a little bit 


more about the people and the need and forget about 


ducks.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, we do have in my 


office a charge to evaluate all the impacts, and so 


there are human impacts and environmental impacts.  


There's going to be one set of people along one 


route eventually, whether it's the blue or the green 


or another one that we come up with that are going 


to have an issue and that's a troublesome thing.  So 


I think you should feel free to say what you want, 


because it's not really neighbor against neighbor, 


what we're trying to evaluate is what are the real 


impacts.  So I understand the sentiments.  


I must say that at this point in time I'm 
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not necessarily going to go along with the idea that 


the Department of Transportation is against the 


green line.  We have a discussion going on in the 


Brookings to Hampton line, we have discussions going 


on in other places where the transmission line would 


try to use as much of the interstate corridor as 


possible to eliminate impact on more farm land and 


more private ownership.  


MnDOT has issues they need to resolve as 


far as safety and maintenance of their corridor as 


well.  As far as the reliability of that system, as 


far as the safety of its users and whatnot.  So 


what's happening, taking place now, is that we have 


an open dialogue with them, between us and them, 


between the utility and them, trying to figure out 


how this can work.  The utilities have come in with 


a couple ideas of saying how much of that -- of 


their right-of-way would overlap the DOT 


right-of-way and how can we make this work.  The 


DOT, in turn, has a set of policies and procedures, 


it's not necessarily just arbitrary, a lot of them 


have to match up and be okayed by the Federal 


Highway Administration.  So there's a lot of 


discussion going on.  We don't have simple answers 


yet, but we're definitely working a long ways ahead 
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of where we were a couple years ago.  


So whether or not DOT or DNR wants it 


there, there may well be ways to work to have it 


there, or it may work better to be somewhere else.  


But we're balancing that.  


MR. LARRY BISS:  Do you have some decent 


maps someplace?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Did you get your comment 


over there, by the way?  I'm sorry.  You had your 


hand up earlier, I'm sorry.  


MR. LARRY BISS:  Do you have some decent 


maps someplace?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I'll address that in a 


minute.


MR. STEVE ROEHL:  My name is Steve Roehl, 


R-O-E-H-L.  


Say, I was just wondering if the line 


affected Internet service?  Where we get our 


Internet service, if the line was between the tower 


and our computer, if that affects the service at 


all?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah, it shouldn't.  But 


it's a situation, I think, like Darrin addressed 


before, it doesn't really make much sense that it 


would, but I suppose it would depend on the type of 
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service you had, if it was a microwave service or 


something on that order.  But there may be 


mitigations.  If you had service and they put up a 


pole and now you don't, then there needs to be a way 


to make sure that that's fixed.  So that's part of 


the problem.  I don't think there is a problem, but 


that doesn't mean there wouldn't be, but if there 


is, it needs to be fixed.  So that's the way that 


works.  


As far as availability of maps, we have 


all these maps available online at our web site.  If 


you don't have broadband Internet, that's probably 


not a good solution.  We have the applications that 


are available, we have some with us that you can 


look at.  They're available in the Fergus Falls 


Public Library.  If you go into their reference 


section you can look at it, there's a whole appendix 


of maps that are 11 by 17 that show segments of this 


so you can piece it out.  


In addition to which, these young 


gentleman here today can help you go in and zero on 


the specific area you want and they can print you 


out a map today.  So that's something to look at and 


something to work at and I recommend that if you 


come in with route ideas and possibilities, we'd 
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appreciate a map and some directions and some ideas 


on that and that would be helpful as well.  


MR. LARRY BISS:  What's wrong with 


following the railroad track?  That goes down to the 


Cities. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It may or may not have 


some issues.  You know, we need to look at the 


possibilities.  If people are telling us we think 


this is a legitimate option and we may well look at 


that as an alternative.  It may have some issues as 


far as -- well, you know, today I don't necessarily 


know all the issues that might come up.  But there 


are other places along the line where the same 


question comes up.  


It may, if the railroad is not going back 


in there, it depends on what other restrictions, but 


it depends on other environmental impacts, but 


that's what we're going to look at.  Yes, comments 


like that, is there a railway to go down, what would 


it solve, do you think it would be better than 


what's on the table now, what we're reviewing now.  


I'm not doing anything, I'm just analyzing and 


reviewing at this time.  


MR. KEVIN ERLANDSON:  Kevin Erlandson.  


It was mentioned that there would be like 
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temporary staking done.  I was wondering if there 


has been a preliminary survey done with the routes, 


it's just been laid out, or if it's just been laid 


out on the quad maps here?  And the thing is, before 


you come and do the easement, if you would be able 


to do a preliminary survey, show where the tower 


bases would go, I think that would grease the wheels 


a little bit with people to understand how it would 


be affecting their property before this process goes 


through to the point where they are asking for an 


easement.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah, and that makes a lot 


of sense.  You know, you can talk to Darrin 


afterwards on how they would do that.  I would 


imagine they would come in with some ideas they 


would do.  But the likelihood that they would be out 


there staking anything out now, this early on, would 


not be.  Because, again, they have at least 2,000 


foot sections they're looking at now, and any other 


ones that we come up with, and so there would be no 


reasonable way for them to assume that the PUC is 


going to go one way or another, so that would be a 


lot of investment.  


MR. KEVIN ERLANDSON:  I guess the thing 


is is to have a preliminary survey done beforehand, 
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but not necessarily the staking done, but a draft 


of, you know, a blueprint of where that transmission 


line is going to go.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Do you have anything to 


say about that, Darrin?  


MR. LAHR:  What we typically do and what 


we've done to date is work from the aerials.  And 


what we've done to come up with cost estimates as 


we've laid out a preliminary alignment on one side 


of the road or the other depending on what we're 


thinking.  We've done no surveys, staking, any of 


that detail at all at this stage of the game.  We 


will get into that, and I appreciate your comment 


that a survey to see where the pole is going to be 


beforehand is definitely very helpful in that 


process.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, you're not later 


going to have the people in the room to answer the 


questions so now is a good time to ask them.  But, 


again, if you do feel more comfortable making 


comments and suggestions online or in writing, 


that's perfectly acceptable as well.  But we're here 


the rest of the day, one way or the other.  


Well, I'm not going to walk around and 


force people to come forward and speak, but we will 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


27


be hanging out here for awhile, you can talk to us 


one-on-one.  Just remember that if you want 


something said on the record, say it now, because 


I'm not going to take your comment back and do my 


interpretation of it.  


Okay.  All right.  Well, tell your 


friends and neighbors that we're here at 6:30 


tonight.  Thank you.  


(Meeting concluded at 2:34 p.m.)
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Let's get started hearing 


from you instead.  So just go ahead and raise your 


hand, I'll come out and bring you the microphone.  


MR. JEROME CICHOSZ:  Thank you, David.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Would you state your name 


and spell it for Janet?  


MR. JEROME CICHOSZ:  Yes.  My name is 


Jerome Cichosz.  It's spelled C-I-C-H-O-S-Z.  And 


I'm representing some of the people that are here 


with me tonight.  We're from the River Oaks 


development, housing development.  We're located 


just west of the city, across the river and up the 


hill.  


And what several of us have done is put 


together a petition encouraging where the routing of 


this transmission line should go as it passes 


Fergus.  Now, we're not against the power line, the 


power line is necessary, we have no problems with 


that.  But we need to be reasonable and effective 


and efficient as we choose the sites for putting it.  


To have corridors running all over the region or 


area doesn't seem like that's sensible nor wise.  So 


we need to -- if we can double up on the use of 


corridors, which we're talking about here, which is 


the I-94 corridor, that's fantastic, that's 
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efficient and keeps everything in one place.  


I have copies of this petition.  I will 


read through it.  And, David, I have five copies, 


I'm going to give those to you, if there are people 


that want to follow along as I go through this, 


that's fine.  


And to begin here, We the undersigned 


wish to express our concerns about the routing 


location for the CapX power transmission line as it 


passes Fergus Falls.  We understand that the farm 


field immediately east and adjacent to our River 


Oaks housing development, which is a residential 


home area along the Otter Tail River going west as 


the river goes out that way, we understand that 


that's a considered route, going through that farm 


field.  


Attached, basically on the third page 


here, is a CapX 2020 map which shows the potential 


route very near our development.  And I know 


everybody can't see this, but there's a triangular 


form basically to the west of I-94, and then the 


idea was that the -- that the power line go out into 


this field away from the I-94 corridor, and it would 


then run quite close to our River Oaks housing 


development.  And I'll return to this map in just a 
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short time here.  


We learned that the reason for this field 


being considered is that MnDOT, Minnesota Department 


of Transportation, has a scenic byway easement 


between the Otter Tail River and I-94 south of the 


railroad bridge, which is just south of Highway 210.  


However, when you examine that easement, it really 


isn't usable nor practical for use by traveling 


motorists because of its size and shape.  Further, 


it is obstructed by the railroad bridge.  It is too 


short for on and off ramps from a freeway at 70 


miles an hour, or whatever you travel on it.  It's 


insufficient in width for parking, that sort of 


thing, for rest stops along freeways.  And the river 


divides it nearly in half as it bends back toward 


the river, so it's really not a contiguous piece of 


land.  Therefore, this easement should not be used 


as a reason to route the transmission line away from 


the Interstate 94 corridor.  You know, keep it on 


the corridor, that land is just too small and not 


large enough for any easement use.  


And I'm going to go back to this map 


again.  And this is that small ribbon of land right 


along the freeway where that easement exists, and as 


we understand is the reason for taking this -- 
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looking at this alternate route out into that farm 


field.  So, you know, if the rationale is you can't 


use it for a byway, for motorists to stop on, why 


have it?  Put the power line there, it's out of the 


way and you're right on the corridor.  


So also running a transmission line 


further away from I-94 into that farm field east of 


River Oaks and west of the city would be harmful to 


our housing development and any future development 


purposes in that area for the following reasons.  


Here's our rationale:  It impedes the growth and 


development potential for either River Oaks or the 


city of Fergus Falls if they were to move out west.  


And I think in their long-range plans they have such 


ideas.  This is a prime housing area that is close 


to the city of Fergus Falls, it has scenic views of 


the Otter Tail River and valley.  


It would affect and lower the taxable 


market value of this area, and certainly the county 


and the city has recognition of that much.  Our home 


real estate property values would be lowered.  


Numerous families have invested in the homes of this 


area before any transmission lines were under 


consideration, and in cases families would suffer 


losses on their home real estate investment.  
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The transmission line on that field would 


also destroy the pristine Otter Tail River Valley 


between our homes and the town of Fergus Falls.  


Additionally, it would intrude on and damage our 


peaceful, relaxing and beautiful home sites.  We do 


like those.  


We're concerned about electromagnetic 


field effects, health, in proximity of our homes.  


It would affect the wildlife living and flying above 


the river valley.  Large numbers of geese fly from 


the city at least twice a day to the river over this 


field.  It's a natural flight path out west to 


feeding areas.  Also, bald eagles, Trumpeter Swans, 


nest and fly in the area.  A power line would 


interrupt those natural flight paths for those -- 


for that waterfowl.  


We therefore recommend that the 


transmission line be located in the optional route, 


alternate route A, which is the southern route, 


which we've seen on some of the maps, and that route 


is basically westward of Alexandria.  And that would 


be away from the many inhabited areas of our cities 


and small towns that border Interstate 94 as it runs 


northwest.  It might also be routed out west of the 


airport if scenic byway interests prevail, but we 
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would hope not.  


At a minimum, if the line is routed along 


I-94, it should be located immediately adjacent to 


Interstate 94 as it passes Fergus Falls.  This 


latter route would keep vehicle and electrical power 


transportation within a single compact corridor with 


minimal invasion to farms and residential 


communities.  


Attached are the 68 signatures from 42 


homes located in the River Oaks development.  This 


represents a very large majority of the homeowners 


in that development.  


Thank you very much.  Any questions by 


any of you folks?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  No, that's not necessarily 


what we're looking for, we're looking for ideas.  


This is great to lay out exactly what your issues 


are and what you think the solutions might be.  That 


is excellent.  We're not doing yeas or nays at this 


time, we're looking at opportunities and questions.  


So, we appreciate that.  


MR. JEROME CICHOSZ:  All right.  Thank 


you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Who's going next?  You 


don't have to have a petition to speak.  As a matter 
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of fact, you know, keep in mind that we're looking 


at all of these as possible evaluations.  


MR. KEITH McCOY:  My name is Keith McCoy, 


M-C-C-O-Y.  I'm from Douglas County and mile marker 


96, Moe Township.  


And I'd like to -- we're draining a 


wetland along the freeway with the permission of the 


soil and water division here in Douglas County, and 


I've got Jerry Dinkelmeyer's e-mail and telephone 


number here to make sure I'm not draining the 


wetland here on my own.  


This site should be lowered to a point 


where the power line can stay along the freeway 


instead of having to turn south and encroach on 


Lobster Lake and Indian Lake and our home site and 


our organic farming operation that's been going 


since 1970.  And, also, if it went down by the lake 


it would interrupt seaplanes -- or not seaplanes, 


but float planes and stuff coming off the lake.  


The lake is real narrow in that spot, it 


can only go pretty much north and south there, and 


there's also, in this, I've got like five wetlands, 


encroachment on an environmental district, Indian 


burial grounds, there's some artifacts and pictures 


in the back of here that I found when I recently 
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built our house.  And a state archeologist is going 


to come out and check the site out and I'm sure it's 


a burial ground.  


We'd just like to see this transmission 


line stay along the freeway.  So I'd like to have 


this entered in the record here. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Absolutely.  Okay.  


MR. KEITH McCOY:  And I have a copy for 


them and one for Lisa and Matt Cook and Darrin Lahr.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  


MR. JERRY SCHMIDT:  Jerry Schmidt, 


S-C-H-M-I-D-T.  I live over by the ethanol plant and 


my house runs right along the interstate.  


I was wondering if you could tell me how 


close is it acceptable to be to a residence?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Is that your only 


question?  


MR. JERRY SCHMIDT:  I'm just wondering 


when they set the line up and they said it's an 


acceptable -- in the photos and stuff you can see it 


goes right through my yard, so.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Right.  There's a 150-foot 


easement that will be taking place.  A lot of times 


people will ask, well, what's a safe distance from a 


power line or what's required to be a distance from 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


11


a power line.  And the only answer to that that 


really exists is that you need to meet National 


Safety Code regulations for power lines.  But in 


Minnesota there's no simple answer, there's no magic 


number.  


Now, the way that the 345 kV line is set 


up, it's set up so it has the full 150-foot width, 


so that the closest any residence would be is 75 


feet from that power line.  But it could be as 


little as 75 feet.  


MR. JERRY SCHMIDT:  Wonderful.  Do you 


want that in the record, too?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's perfectly fine, an 


editorial comment.  That's not the optimal plan that 


everybody is looking for, that's just talking bottom 


line, what's the answer.  


When it comes down to a route and then 


when it comes down to that 1,000 feet, again, as 


Darrin said, they will meet with the landowners to 


try to negotiate where is the best place to put 


that.  So where is that 150 feet going to go inside 


that 1,000 feet.  And that's not set by the 


Commission, that's set by agreement between the 


landowner and the utility when the time comes.  Or 


if the time comes.  
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MR. CHRIS KNUDSON:  My name is Chris 


Knudson, K-N-U-D-S-0-N.  And I also live over by the 


ethanol plant, have properties over there.  


And my concern is the same as Schmidt's 


here, he was concerned about it going in front of 


his house, and the same with mine, but the 


description of your map is pretty wide and vague.  


It could go right in front of the property or it 


could go through the forest of the property.  


Now, my question and my concerns are is 


if it does go through the forested properties, how 


much of that 150-foot easement are you guys going to 


have cleared for forestry for this power line to be 


ran?  And if the -- and if this forestry is removed, 


is it something that the landowner can take care of 


or is it something that has to be taken care of by a 


certified arborist?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thanks.  I'm actually 


going to have Darrin talk about that a little bit.  


The bottom line is that if that's the only place it 


can go is through forest, the trees need to be 


cleared because they can't grow into the power 


lines.  But I'll let Darrin talk about that a 


minute.  


MR. LAHR:  Thank you.  Yeah, as David 
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says, the right-of-way would be cleared, it would 


remove all trees within the 150-foot corridor that 


is selected.  The only thing that would be allowed 


to grow in there would be low growing shrubs.  As 


far as long-term maintenance goes, if that's what 


your question is -- 


MR. CHRIS KNUDSON:  My question is the 


logging of the woods in order for this 150-foot 


easement. 


MR. LAHR:  The initial clearing of the 


150-foot corridor, I think I would have to talk with 


our land agent, but I think we'd be able to work 


with you.  We're okay as long as we're on schedule.  


So if that corridor is selected and we know upfront 


that you're interested in harvesting the woods out 


of that particular area, what we do is we sit down 


and talk to you about what our normal process would 


be and what we need for a clear right-of-way, and 


then talk over, okay, what kind of time frame would 


this have to occur in and how this would get 


accomplished.  So I think we will be able to sit 


down and talk about how that might work, but we'll 


have to be clear upfront as to what the expectation 


will be and what the right-of-way would be.  Did 


that answer your question?  
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MR. CHRIS KNUDSON:  Yep.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's why we come out, we 


get a new question every night somewhere.  That's an 


interesting question.  


MR. JERRY SCHMIDT:  I just had another 


question, Jerry Schmidt, S-C-H-M-I-D-T.  


At the end of my driveway there is a -- 


going over to the power plant there is a 115 line 


going west.  At the end of my driveway there's a 


power pole that crosses the interstate that is 110 


feet high.  I was wondering how they would cross 


that, if these poles are that high.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Is that 150?  Darrin has 


the engineers. 


MR. LAHR:  Realistically what we do is 


once a route is selected, and at this point we 


haven't looked at pole placement other than to look 


at it from a costing point, you know, what are we 


looking at.  Once we know what the alignment is 


going to be, once we know what route is selected, 


we'll be going through and looking at all the 


underlying facilities that are in place, seeing what 


we have.  


In many instances, when we have dual 


crossings, we lower the existing line and raise ours 
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or do some combination thereof to be able to make 


the two are compatible in that particular area.  


It's not always just us building over something, 


oftentimes we're having to adjust the existing 


system that's there as well.  


MR. JERRY SCHMIDT:  It had to be that 


high to cross the interstate, the existing line had 


to be that high, so you can't, as he suggested, 


lower it.  


MR. LAHR:  Like I say, in that particular 


instance, until we get the engineers involved to 


look at all the issues, I can't tell you what we'll 


propose.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I'm in town tonight, I'm 


not going anywhere.  


MR. KEITH McCOY:  Keith McCoy, M-C-C-O-Y.  


I was wondering about, once these 


structures are up, do they add any kind of 


microwave, cell phone antennas to these towers?  Is 


this something that the homeowner has any input in, 


or once you've got the right-of-way can you put 


anything you want on your towers as far as antennas 


and equipment and buildings underneath to service 


them.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  All interesting 
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questions that can be answered very quickly, but 


obviously not by me.  But that's why we have Darrin 


here, so let's ask him. 


MR. LAHR:  The easement that we will be 


negotiating with the landowner will only be for our 


utility facilities.  There are instances where 


landowners and cell companies have all come together 


and said let's put a cell tower up in that 


transmission line and come to us to see if that's a 


feasible thing.  Which it is in some cases.  But 


certainly not without the landowner's consent and 


involvement.  Our easement is for our transmission 


line only.  


MR. KEITH McCOY:  Okay.  


MR. CHRIS KNUDSON:  Chris Knudson, 


K-N-U-D-S-O-N.  


Now, the other thing is is with this 


transmission line is there's potential for this all 


power line -- or all wind turbine power, if I'm 


correct, right?  And has this line also got 


potential for having more wind turbine farms 


included in on it to sell electricity through this?  


Is there also a potential for other jobs to be 


provided in the area for help building this power 


line, or anything like that, as in the concrete 
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construction of it or anything like that?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  Yeah, the first 


thing is what's on the line.  It actually -- it 


can't be guaranteed that it's all wind on this line.  


The line was designed to, again, increase 


reliability and local capacity.  The line is 


designed to bring in additional wind where possible, 


but that -- the way the regional transmission 


systems work is demand and generation back and 


forth.  There's no guarantee of what type of energy 


is going to be on the line at any given moment.  


That being said, the line is designed to 


create greater capacity in the entire region, so 


that does allow for more wind possibility in 


Minnesota.  On the other hand, this is a 345 kV 


line, which is essentially an I-94 kind of line, so 


there's not a lot of tie-ins.  So it's not really 


designed that you could actually tie into this as an 


interconnection point.  But overall it creates the 


capacity so that those interconnection points can 


get into the system.  


Wow, this is twice now.  In two weeks 


this is the second time I came to say, what was your 


second question?  


MR. CHRIS KNUDSON:  My second question 
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was whether or not this was going to be an economy 


wise decision for potential jobs in our area. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  No wonder I forgot that 


one because that's a simple yes.  I can answer that 


yes.  The company will be using some local -- and 


you can talk to them about how that works -- but 


there's a lot of opportunity for electrical builders 


and workers and for workers that come in from out of 


town to feed into the local economy and that kind of 


thing.  So, correct. 


MR. LAHR:  Yep.  


MS. FONDA KNUDSON:  I have a question.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  


MS. FONDA KNUDSON:  My name is Fonda 


Knudson.  


And I know it talks about -- I'm kind 


of -- I don't know about this area, but I do know 


when I'm around electrical lines I get affected.  I 


can feel them.  And I know other people do, too.  


I'm wondering what kind of impact that has, if you 


have statistics or anything on why that happens, if 


it's going to happen, and if it's negative 


consequences.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  What do you mean by 


affected?  







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


19


MS. FONDA KNUDSON:  Well, I don't know if 


anybody else thinks this, but here's what it says in 


here.  Human health and safety, electric and 


magnetic field, stray voltage.  And that's what I'm 


talking about, the effect on humans.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  No, and it definitely 


comes up any time we talk about transmission lines.  


You'll note that we list it in there as something we 


will address.  But the issue is, the discussion goes 


on.  


So far to date you can go back and look 


at the Minnesota Health white paper, you can go back 


and look at our EISes of what we found out to date.  


But the point is, as we go forward, if we do a new 


EIS, we're going to look at all the additional 


information that we can find, anything that's new to 


what we knew before and anything we can find.  


There are a couple impacts that you 


talked about, one would be an electrical field which 


will come, which is regulated by the State of 


Minnesota in their permits that it can only be so 


high so it protects against accidental electrocution 


with equipment or anything underneath the wires, if 


you're farming under the wires.  The application and 


the engineering design for this line falls well 
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below that level.  


The other thing that people question a 


lot about is the magnetic fields.  Is that an issue, 


is that a health issue.  In fact, how much of it is 


an issue, because there will be magnetic fields.  


You have electronic products, you have electronic 


appliances, you have electronic wires, anything with 


current running through it creates magnetic fields.  


So it does exist.  The application and our reviews 


will show you exactly how much so you'd know what 


that is right under the line, at the edge of the 


right-of-way, whatever, because it dissipates quite 


quickly as it moves off the line.  But as to what a 


safe amount is, we'll talk about in our EIS what the 


best cites that we can find is telling us, but the 


state has no regulations as to what a safe level is.  


The state does not regulate the amount of EMF.  


MR. JERRY WORNER:  My name is Jerry 


Worner, W-O-R-N-E-R.  


I have a specific question on the scenic 


byway easement for the Minnesota Department of 


Transportation between the Short Line Railroad here 


down to County Road 15, or not even quite that far.  


When you're going through the routing 


process -- and let me say thank you to everybody 
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that's been involved so far, I appreciate the public 


input into the process -- if Minnesota DOT has a 


scenic byway easement there, what does that mean as 


far as a transmission line?  Would it be possible to 


put the transmission line along I-94 right there?  


Has anybody in this process or routing actually 


talked to Minnesota DOT and said let's look 


specifically at this chunk?  You have a scenic byway 


easement, as far as you putting a road in there to 


develop into a scenic stop-off point, what about if 


it would simply cross over the top of it with a 


transmission line, would Minnesota DOT be acceptable 


of that, and if so, find out why.  Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah.  That's interesting.  


Most questions we've gotten are about will or won't 


MnDOT allow a utility to share part of its 


right-of-way, or to occupy part of its right-of-way 


is the word they like to use.  And that's a question 


that's ongoing in several dockets on this line, 


including the Brookings to Hampton line.  So those 


issues are ongoing in our office in discussions with 


them, the company is in discussions with them.  They 


have to follow the Federal Highway Administration 


which has some control over what policies they're 


allowed to do.  
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So I could speak to that, I haven't had 


that question, I appreciate that question on the 


scenic byway.  I don't know if Darrin's people have 


done a lot of work, but I'm interested to take that 


question and find out what an answer is.  I 


appreciate the comment.  


MR. CHRIS KNUDSON:  Chris Knudson, 


K-N-U-D-S-O-N.  


Now, on our scenic byway we've got, along 


the interstate it states that we cannot harvest any 


trees above six inches in diameter for making a 


path, so through the woods anything that's alive and 


healthy or trees above that size cannot be removed 


or displaced and that we cannot put up any permanent 


structures along that with their easement rights on 


that.  


So we're limited on being able to put up 


any signs or anything like that along that, and no 


permanent structures can be put along that.  Or, as 


I say, you can't take out any trees, any healthy 


trees larger than six inches, so that would actually 


avoid the concept of them being able to take that 


out as a scenic byway area.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thanks.  


MR. JEROME CICHOSZ:  Jerome Cichosz 
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again.  


And my question is when would the 


construction start?  What is the construction 


period?  When would we see people beginning to do 


actual work and when would it be completed and 


operational?  I don't think I've heard that.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It will depend on 


different sections.  And, again, once it is out of 


this process, about one year from today, is the 


beginning of that.  Then the company will go out and 


begin to do their engineering and simultaneously 


talking to local landowners about easements, 


appropriate placements on possible easements along 


the route.  The in-service date is anticipated to be 


2014.  I think the first construction would be in 


2013, probably.  


MR. JEROME CICHOSZ:  Okay.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's rough.  


MR. CHRIS KNUDSON:  What was the 


in-service date?


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The in-service date, when 


everything is complete and going, is going to be 


2014, according to the plan at this time.  


Well, I'm not going to walk up each row.


MR. JERRY SCHMIDT:  I got one last 
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question.  What effect does this have on GPS and 


cell phones, et cetera, as far as reception?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Good question.  And I 


think our answer has been, along the way, none that 


we've found so far.  None that we understand so far.  


We haven't found problems with that.  


MR. JERRY SCHMIDT:  I have. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Have you?  


MR. JERRY SCHMIDT:  I have a power line 


running along my south line also.  One on the north, 


one south, one on the west, so now I'll have one on 


the east, too.  But my GPS unit, when I'm going down 


the field along the south line, it'll wave, so I'll 


lose my GPS control all the way around then.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Darrin, do you have 


anything you'd like to add to that?  


MR. LAHR:  I think we'd have to look at 


the specific circumstances of the GPS that you're 


using, and if our line for some reason were to 


affect it it's something that we would hope to 


mitigate. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It's the never say never.  


That is the situation when we talked about the other 


impacts, of stray voltage and things like that.  


There are a lot of things in here where you can't 
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say there might not be an impact, it might show up, 


it might be a problem with the equipment, it might 


be some unique situation.  But a lot of things that 


aren't supposed to happen, that's the plan, is can 


we mitigate them.  


The first line of defense in any kind of 


mitigation is let's move or let's find the place 


that has the least impact.  We're not finding a 


place with no impact, so we're going to find a place 


with the least.  In each of these instances we find 


what's the mitigation, so that's the process we're 


moving into now.  


So as you move forward, any of these 


ideas are great, any of these alternatives are 


great.  Put them on paper if you don't feel 


comfortable talking tonight and send them in.  


MR. LLOYD ROGNESS:  Lloyd Rogness, 


R-O-G-N-E-S-S.  


In listening tonight to Jerry and the 


Knudsons and our friends from River Oaks, I get the 


feeling that the power line is going to be on the 


south side of the freeway, the south and west side 


of the freeway.  Is that kind of determined?  And 


you won't go on the north side of the freeway, 


you're going on the south side, and you have the 
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right to jump back and forth from Fargo all the way 


to Monticello?  Is it determined what side of the 


freeway you're going to be on?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Do you have another 


question?  Let me answer that one first before we 


lose that train of thought.  


The thing that's being discussed today is 


a 1,000 foot route.  The company, in this instance, 


which is not the case in every application, has come 


in with where they think they might align that 


150-foot easement within that 1,000 feet.  They've 


come in with a couple ideas in most of their 


alternatives.  So in this case it's showing you 


where they think it might go.  


No.  Neither the 1,000 foot sections are 


determined at this point, or neither are the places 


within those 1,000 feet.  So there might be other 


routes that show up to be studied and there might be 


other possibilities that come up.  So it's not 


finalized.  In many cases the power line can move 


back and forth across the highway.  


MR. LLOYD ROGNESS:  Okay.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, okay.  I'm not going 


to hold you here against your will, but I'm glad you 


came.  And by all means, we're going to be here a 
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little while yet.  So just remember if you want 


something on the record, I mean, you can talk to me 


and tell me stuff afterwards, but, again, I'm not 


going to take your comment back and misrepresent it.  


So if you want it right you have to either speak it 


on the record or send it in to us.  And, again, the 


map Matts will be back here to give you any 


assistance with your personal questions on your own 


location.  


So thanks for turning out, I appreciate 


it.  


(Meeting concluded at 7:43 p.m.)
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  So that pretty much would 


be my formal presentation, so this is going to be 


yours from now on, whatever you want to make of it.  


For the pieces of this that are confusing to you, or 


are there pieces of the project that you want to ask 


Darrin about that still aren't clear to you, what 


the bottom line kind of issues are. 


MR. RONALD KUEHL:  I just came down to 


see where it's going, but according to the map there 


it's going to go about four miles south of me, so I 


don't have anything much to say.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  And if you make a 


comment, please give your name and spell it. 


MR. RONALD KUEHL:  Ronald Kuehl, 


K-U-E-H-L.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That may be the case 


today, but there may be alternatives that come in 


through the scoping process and this comment process 


that somebody might come in with an alternative and 


that may be reviewed, so you want to make sure that 


you keep in touch with the project as it goes 


forward.  


The scoping document will tell you 


whether or not an alternative that impacts you is in 


play.  You know, literally, even down through the 
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public hearing, some additional ideas can come in.  


It's problematic, it's best if alternatives come in 


through the process so they get a full environmental 


review.  You hate to try to analyze somebody's 


alternative that didn't have the full and complete 


environmental review that we need to do.  


So all my -- all I'm saying is that you 


should watch the process, 'cause I can't guarantee 


that because you're four miles away at this point in 


time that your property might not possibly be 


affected sometime down the road.  The company is not 


proposing to do that, and if the PUC supports their 


application, then that's fine, but...  


MS. MARILYN JORGENSON:  So why is this 


starting in Fargo instead of Grand Forks or another 


town?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I can answer that.  


COURT REPORTER:  And what is your name?


MS. MARILYN JORGENSON:  My name is 


Marilyn Jorgenson, J-O-R-G-E-N-S-O-N.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  All right.  The starting 


point is part of the certificate of need process.  


So, again, when the company was evaluating their 


need and what they needed to do, they needed a 


substation in Fargo, they needed a substation in 
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Alexandria, they needed one in St. Cloud, they 


needed one in Monticello.  So some of those will be 


new, some won't.  The one in Fargo would be west of 


Fargo.  That's how they answered the question.  The 


question was how do we build up reliability in these 


areas, how do we build up the system to support more 


renewable energy possibilities, how do we build up 


the system to support what we see as growth in 


electric use.  


MS. MARILYN JORGENSON:  So are they using 


another line to transport that power now?  Or is 


this going to be new power coming from another 


station or what?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Interesting question.  


It's not necessarily new power, although it does 


supply capacity to new power.  So, for instance, as 


the state Renewable Energy Standard requires so much 


more new wind coming in, the capacity for that to 


travel on the grid will be increased by this line.  


So new power can come on, but it's not necessarily 


interconnecting directly to this line.  This line is 


a larger, rather interconnected piece.  And, again, 


the order for the certificate of need from the 


Public Utilities says that these are our start 


points, so what are you going to do for routing, so 
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that's where that comes from.  


MS. MARILYN JORGENSON:  Okay.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The PUC, by the way, if I 


didn't explain it, you may not know, the Public 


Utilities Commission is the -- they are the 


decision-making body for this kind of thing.  And 


for any utility rate cases, for siting wind 


turbines, for doing high voltage power lines, all 


those things.  The Commission is a set of five 


commissioners appointed by a sitting governor for 


six years, so they're named by continuous governors 


that rotate over the time.  There is supposed to be 


a balance of political parties over time.  And 


they're an ongoing full-time commission that 


evaluates infrastructure and things like this for 


telecommunications or electric.  Those are the five 


people in the end who make an order for the final.  


And, again, the line being 1,000 feet, 


when it comes back down to it on the ground, when 


they give you 1,000 feet, which of these 


alternatives they pick, however many are on the 


table at the time, it may be 1,000 feet in some 


cases, it may be more to accommodate.  Literally in 


the law it can be up to a mile and a quarter, 


although the PUC very rarely authorizes a utility a 
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mile and a quarter within which to work.  That's 


hard to evaluate all the impacts and it's a little 


more leeway than the Public Utilities Commission is 


willing to turn over.  But that 1,000 foot does give 


them, once that's decided, that gives them a little 


more leeway to work with the landowners and 


negotiate where is the sensible place in that line 


to put that 150 feet.  


MR. CARY DANIELSON:  Is the interstate 


right-of-way any option?  


COURT REPORTER:  Your name?  


MR. CARY DANIELSON:  Cary Danielson, 


C-A-R-Y, Danielson.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The internate -- that's 


Internet and interstate together.  


It's a very interesting question.  And 


the company is -- when they put their 1,000 feet 


along the interstate, they gave some suggestions.  


Now, they're not required to do that, and those 


aren't firm, 'cause they may well be established or 


changed by engineering or land easement issues.  But 


they came in with what they thought might be 


alignments, center alignments of those 150-foot 


easements.  And one of them includes just setting 


right off the right-of-way, from the MnDOT 
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right-of-way.  Which means that they would share 


half of their right-of-way over into the highway 


right-of-way, and then they would only have to go -- 


for 150 feet they only have to get 75 feet or so of 


private landowner easement.  


There have been a lot of discussions and 


MnDOT has significant concerns about it being that 


close.  One of them is protecting their right-of-way 


for safety and transportation issues.  And one of 


the main concerns they have is that if you have a 


high voltage transmission line and they're 1,000 


feet apart and they're 345 kV lines with a lot of 


heat and energy, in a really windy place they can 


blow well out over the right-of-way.  So that's part 


of their concern.  And their concern also in their 


policies and procedures which is they have to have 


it okayed by the Federal Highway Administration.  


So those are real issues.  These are 


discussion points and problems to be solved.  We've 


come a long way in discussions with MnDOT, so it's 


not like, no, you can't occupy some of that 


right-of-way, but how can we do it, where can we do 


it, what's going to be the impact, what are the feds 


going to need to know to authorize that 


environmentally.  We're working on that.  We're 
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working on that in this project, we're working on it 


in the Monticello to St. Cloud, we're also working 


on it in the Brookings to Hampton, it's come up 


there.  And that project, by the way, has already 


been through their environmental review and the 


public hearing already, so those discussions are 


going on right now.  I can't tell you there's a 


final answer yet, but the company hopes to share 


some of that right-of-way, and we'll see how that is 


going to work as we go forward. 


MR. CARY DANIELSON:  But it's not a 


possibility for the action to being there right 


away?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's a fairly 


straightforward answer.  And their policies and 


procedures, which again are by the Federal Highway 


Administration, do not allow that linear easement 


along -- or inside of their right-of-way, especially 


on limited access roads, which are on the interstate 


highways.  


Now, the way things stand now, that would 


be a no.  Which would have been a much shorter 


answer for you.  


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  So would now be the 


time to suggest that they look at a different 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


10


alternative?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Absolutely.  Can you give 


Janet your name and spell it?  


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  Kenneth Lemke, 


L-E-M-K-E.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Go right ahead.


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  Where they have your 


lines drawn now for when they cross up here where 


the Interstate 94 and Highway 34 is, there's 


multiple businesses right here, and they got 


different -- where they got the line drawn right now 


is just about over top of one of the businesses.  


And they got some room there where they could go 


different directions. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Room inside the green line 


or room outside the green line?  


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  Well, they might have 


to move the green line farther east or something, 


but they've got room to go someplace farther away.  


There's just a multitude of small landowners right 


there.  I can pick out six different landowners, and 


none of them are here today, and it runs right over 


the top of our businesses.  And, plus, there's 


another high voltage line that feeds the city that 


comes in the same line that's out there. 
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Along with the comments, 


can we get a map of that area to enter into the 


comments?  


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  So that's why I was 


making my comment on it now before they do something 


like that. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's good.  


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  This voltage line, 


the noise, how extreme, you know, all that good 


stuff, like, oh, we got about another couple hours 


here, then it drops down below zero.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  You mean it's above zero 


now?  By the way, I'm from this area, so I've lived 


through this.  


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  The reason I ask is 


the line that's in front of us right now does all 


that stuff. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  I'll let Darrin 


answer that. 


MR. LAHR:  Yeah, lines of this size do 


have somewhat of a hump to them.  It is definitely 


more pronounced as the weather is more humid, is 


what we experience.  So usually it's summertime, 


muggy weather, is the time that you might hear it 


more.  There's not a lot we can do about it, other 
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than try to keep it away from people.  There are 


standards that are in the route application that 


show what we expect the decibel level to be of the 


line.  


Sometimes there will be more noise 


associated with a line than there should be because 


of bad hardware.  Sometimes if we get loose hardware 


or a cracked insulator or something where we're 


getting a little arcing going on, we can wind up 


with more noise than there should be and we correct 


those.  So, yes, there's a normal noise associated 


with the line.  If it's excessive, there might be 


something wrong with the hardware that needs to be 


corrected or worked on. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And, of course, houses are 


not typically set within that right-of-way.  


MS. MARILYN JORGENSON:  Well, what 


size -- that size line, what kind of interference do 


you get with cell phones and telephones and radios?  


MR. LAHR:  We actually don't get anything 


with cell phones, that kind of stuff, we don't 


really experience something.  As a matter of fact, a 


lot of times cell companies will seek to put their 


own antennas within transmission structures.  So 


there's clearly no issues there.  We usually don't 
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see interference with FM and normal radio either.  


AM, yes, we will.  Again, where we do seem to 


experience problems is when we have hardware 


problems.  Again, going back to the cracked 


insulator or something is loose, we get a little bit 


of that arcing going on, that can cause interference 


and be corrected by fixing whatever is causing that.  


So if you get interference in FM, there might be 


something wrong with the hardware on the line and 


you should contact the utility to correct that.  


Normally we don't experience it.  


MR. RONALD KUEHL:  How about satellite 


television?  


MR. LAHR:  I actually don't know about 


satellite television.  That's something I'd have to 


go back and talk to our engineers about.  I don't 


have any knowledge of that one way or the other.  I 


haven't heard about that, so I apologize, but we can 


find out. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  But that's a question that 


doesn't come up very often, but, right, that's what 


we're here to do. 


MR. LAHR:  It's one for us to check into. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah.  Yeah, we've had 


other microwave beam path kind of questions.  You 
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know, I don't know if there is or not, we'd have to 


find out.  Certainly trees and other things 


interfere, so I imagine physical location of a pole 


might.  But things like that can be mitigated by 


moving an antenna or a pole location.  


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  What about this whole 


question of stray voltage.  The milk cow guys are 


not really excited about that. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah, you're standing up 


there, Darrin.  


MR. LAHR:  David is taking the day off.  


Stray voltage is one of the issues that is 


associated with electricity.  And what I'd like to 


do is just, first of all, clarify.  


Stray voltage is a specific kind of 


thing.  There are other electric phenomena 


associated with electricity, such as electric 


magnetic fields, which are different from stray 


voltage.  So a lot of times folks will just kind of 


lump all this stuff into one category of it's all 


EMF or it's all stray voltage.  But just to be 


clear, they are actually different phenomena that 


occur.  


Stray voltage is something that's 


typically associated with a distribution system, 
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it's not associated with a transmission system.  It 


has to do with the difference between ground 


potential and the neutral on the distribution system 


that's going in to serve like a farm place.  And 


grounding or neutrals are issues or factors that can 


cause more stray voltage to occur on a farm.  We 


have engineering staff and we get calls about, gee, 


I think I've got stray voltage on my farm, or 


whatever, we'll come out and there's a whole set of 


procedures that we go through to correct that.  


Stray voltage is a very correctable problem.  It 


occurs, there's things we can do in mitigation 


measures to take care of that.  But, again, it's 


usually not associated with transmission lines.  


What is associated with transmission 


lines are electric and magnetic fields.  So you have 


an electric field that's on the line and also 


magnetic fields that surround the line.  Electric 


fields are regulated by the state and there's a 


certain level that a line can have at a certain 


three and a half feet off the ground, or meter, 


whatever it is, eight kilovolts per meter off the 


ground.  So our engineers design to make sure that 


our line doesn't exceed any of those standards.  The 


other -- do you have a question.
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MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  I was just going to 


say, how far out does that radiate? 


MR. LAHR:  It drops off fairly fast.  I 


mean, usually by the time you are at the edge of the 


right-of-way things have dropped off pretty much to 


insignificant from our perspective.  The magnetic 


field is a separate field and there are no standards 


for magnetic field.  And that's the one where you'll 


get a lot of folks saying, well, gee, magnetic 


fields cause all kinds of problems.  And they have 


been studying these issues for decades, literally.  


Transmission lines are not new, they've been doing 


this for a long time and there's lots and lots of 


studies on it and to date there's no conclusive 


cause and effect relationship between magnetic 


fields and health issues. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The state, each time we 


come up with a plan, we'll look at the question 


again.  The State of Minnesota, Department of 


Health, in 2002 put together a white paper, they did 


a lot of research to sort of analyze all the surveys 


and all the stuff that's out there and did a 


literature search and went through all the 


information to see what they could come up with.  So 


they did not come up with any bans or absolute 
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problems with that.  


But we continue to get information from 


different studies, we continue to get the question, 


so each time we go through an environmental impact 


statement we reevaluate the question.  We see what 


we can find, we see if we need to update any of our 


suggestions.  But, again, to date the state has not 


found a reason to set a limit on that.  Again, 


certain federal agencies have recommendations, like 


OSHA has recommendations which are like hundreds of 


times more than right at the edge of the 


right-of-way.  But the question continues.  


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  When you come in 


contact with another big power line, when you cross 


it, run parallel with it, do you share the same 


area?  


MR. LAHR:  It depends.  When you cross 


it, obviously, we're crossing perpendicular most of 


the time when we do that, and adjustments may have 


to be made to heights to make sure that stuff works, 


so for that little square where they cross and 


sharing in there.  


As far as running adjacent to an existing 


power line, if it's a transmission line, like, say, 


a 115 transmission line, it's a little smaller than 
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what we're talking about here, it's still 


substantial voltage, there's things that the 


engineers have to design for.  


If you think about this line that we're 


building as a jump rope on two posts, that rope 


swings back and forth.  So if we put it right next 


to an existing transmission line, and there's going 


to be movement in that in the wind, you have to make 


sure there's not pull from the adjacent transmission 


line somewhere in the middle that we're going to 


have conflict with.  So we either have to make sure 


that the transmission lines are far enough part so 


that doesn't occur, which usually means two 


completely separate right-of-ways, the old 


transmission line in its full right-of-way, the new 


transmission would have its full right-of-way, or 


the other thing you can do is you can place your 


poles on the old line and the new line right next to 


each other.  That way if anything sways it's all 


swaying as one and there's no poles in the middle.  


But if we do that, typically we wind up with more 


poles than what we're looking at on a bigger line 


like this.  So you're going to have a bigger impact 


on the ground by trying to match spans because 


you're adding poles to the system.  It's usually 
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better to just have it on a separate right-of-way 


and then have fewer problems on the ground.  


Typically, I would say they're going to be 


separated.  


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  That's why I asked, 


because the main transmission line that feeds the 


city here is right where this line goes and it runs 


parallel.  So I didn't know if you shared the poles 


and hooked their line onto this pole if we've got a 


big, wide space with a lot of wire. 


MR. LAHR:  And that can be done.  It 


depends on if they're on both sides of the road, it 


depends on what the voltage of that line is.  A 69 


line, we might be located -- it could technically be 


attached to this line.  We're not thrilled about 


that just because the more you get on one set of 


towers the more cumbersome it becomes.  There's 


varying options that we do.  Whether it's that type 


of system or even a distribution system.  Sometimes 


the distribution systems have been in the same place 


and we'll underground those and the engineers will 


be looking at it. 


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  This one is pretty 


good, it feeds the whole city.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And this one, again, as 
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you notice, this is going to be built to double 


circuit already.  We'll only have one circuit when 


it's built, but it will be built to double circuit.  


So that needs to remain open.  That doesn't mean 


there aren't ways to triple circuit, but that's not 


typically a preferable way to go.  


UNIDENTIFIED:  Is that what it will look 


like?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's essentially what it 


would look like.  But I think the plan is for mostly 


for the self-weathering kind of steel where it looks 


rusted out, but it rusts to a point and that's what 


actually protects it over the long run.  That's 


essentially it, that's probably about the same 


general height.  So they're not small structures, by 


any means.  


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  Is that a car that 


just ran into the pole at the bottom of the picture?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I think that's the guy who 


took the picture.  He parked there and trotted up 


the line. 


MR. LAHR:  That's Tim Carlsgaard's car, 


and he's the guy taking the photo.  And everybody 


who has seen it said get Tim a bigger car.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Right.  Yeah.  It kind of 
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makes the pole look really large.  It's going to 


take Kelly's Hummer to make the pole look smaller. 


MR. CARY DANIELSON:  Are poles going to 


be placed as much as possible basically on the edge 


of the property?  


MR. LAHR:  When we lay things out we 


generally seek to put it right at the outside edge 


just outside of road right-of-way.  Other alignments 


that are a little bit more cross country, what we 


typically try to do is run property lines or section 


lines, some existing geographic boundary, we 


generally try to stay away -- 


MR. CARY DANIELSON:  Would there be some 


required setback?  Or, I mean, your property line is 


here, it could be right to the edge of it?  


MR. LAHR:  We'll actually be getting an 


easement from the property owner, so there will be 


an easement over whatever property is adjacent to 


it.  So if it's two different owners, wherever their 


property line is, you're going to get a 75-foot 


easement from this guy and you're going to get a 


75-foot easement from this person.  So we'll have 


easements on wherever the property is adjacent to 


it.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Keeping in mind that that 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


22


is an easement on the property and it's still owned 


by the landowner and able to be farmed or whatever.  


MR. LAHR:  Yes.  Parking lots. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  There is some good 


questions and comments.  If you have more, we're 


here.  And if you come up with more after looking 


over the stuff or the application or something, 


you've got until February 12th to get them in.  


The only other thing that you guys are 


going to have to do today, then, besides from 


getting whatever answers you want, you each are 


going to have to eat an enormous amount of cookies.  


Help me out, please.  


If everybody is comfortable that they had 


what they came here to get, again, we're here, so we 


can answer whatever questions you want, but if 


you're comfortable I'm not going to hold you here.  


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  You said there's like 


five of these poles per mile?  


MR. LAHR:  Roughly.


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  So in a quarter 


section you'd basically pinpoint square sections of 


land, a pinpoint of each mile and half mile in 


between each quarter?  


MR. LAHR:  Close.  The straighter we can 
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keep it, the better we can get at that 1,000 foot 


that we're trying to hit.  Corners and things start 


to make us shorten up spans a little bit.


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  Yeah.  Like the land 


west of town is perfectly square, so I was looking 


on this map here and you have five poles per 


section, basically. 


MR. LAHR:  Yep.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah.  That is the 


advantage over distribution, you definitely get 


larger spans.  You're going to get your structures, 


but fewer -- 


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  Well, back to this 


wire, additional wires.  I was just thinking, in 


that quarter mile or half a mile, there's like a 


quarter mile of rural service that runs into the 


ditch there and feeds this farm from the other side 


of the road.  Now, would those small poles remain?  


Would they do something different?  You know, it's 


just one farm feed going up a quarter mile through a 


field there. 


MR. LAHR:  We're going to look and see 


where it lies, and the easement, if we happen to be 


on the same side of the road, if there's a good 


space we might just let it be.  Oftentimes it'll get 
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undergrounded. 


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  That would be a real 


good thing to do in this situation. 


MR. LAHR:  Underground it?  


MR. KENNETH LEMKE:  Yeah.  Underground 


it.  


MR. LAHR:  It happens quite a bit.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It happens quite a bit, 


and it depends on if the permit that comes out is 


real specific about where on the line that would be, 


as opposed to anywhere within here, if it's a really 


specific alignment and it specifies it would go 


along an existing line, sometimes a permit will 


actually have a special condition about whether that 


piece would be undergrounding distribution in that 


area.  So it varies.  And if it's written directly 


into a permit, then that happens.  If it's not 


written directly into a permit, then it's probably 


kind of open to negotiations between the local 


distribution service, the landowner and Xcel when it 


comes down to the time.  It will essentially be the 


Xcel land agents coming out, even though this is a 


partnership. 


MR. LAHR:  Not necessarily.  I would say 


that our land rights groups, CapX has 11 different 
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utilities, on this particular project there is five 


utilities.  Xcel is one of them, Great River Energy 


is one of them, Otter Tail Power is another one, 


Minnesota Power, and Missouri River.  So the five 


companies are all co-working on this.  And just CapX 


in general, there's four different lines, and then 


each company takes a line.  So Otter Tail is 


developing one line, Great River Energy is 


developing a line, Xcel.  So we're all sort of 


sharing the load in this stuff.  


And a lot of the talks that have gone on 


are looking at the timing of these lines.  How much 


work is it going to be for the land agents, does the 


local company have enough land agents on staff, 


along with the other partners, to be able to handle 


it all themselves so we do it in-house jointly.  


Might we have to bring on some contractors to help 


us out, you know, what we're looking at for time 


frames.  So I would say we're reviewing that and 


it's certainly possible you'll be contacted by Otter 


Tail Power in this area as opposed to Xcel, which is 


not defined perfectly at this point. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And the owners of this are 


all public utilities, local distribution systems. 


MR. LAHR:  Right.  
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Are you guys good or what?  


You know, we're not going to make you promise that 


everything you ever needed to know you got here 


today.  There's time for a lot of discussion as this 


project goes on over the next year and a half.  Just 


make sure you get those important issues in early.  


Okay?  


Well, thanks for coming out.  


(Meeting concluded at 2:32 p.m.)
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  We're going to open this 


up to comments.  I have a microphone if we need it, 


but the whole thing is we need to get these comments 


clear for Janet so she gets your words down 


correctly.  So to make a comment we would ask people 


to state your name and spell it for Janet, and then 


speak clearly so she can hear you.  We do have a 


microphone if we need it.  


UNIDENTIFIED:  You'd want that for 


comments or questions?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Either way.  From now on 


in the meeting she'll keep a record, so either way.  


And sometimes in the question give and 


take, that gives us information that we can sort 


through later as well, which is helpful for us.  So 


we'll just go ahead one at a time and go ahead with 


the questions, comments, issues, alternatives, 


whatever you have to go with.  So who wants to 


start?  


MR. MARK CARR:  Mark Carr, C-A-R-R.  


I'm just curious.  Do you have power of 


eminent domain on this line?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah, the way this works 


is the -- and by you, I'm assuming you mean Xcel 


Energy.  
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MR. MARK CARR:  Well, yeah, whoever, 


yeah. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  But the way the system 


works is once the Public Utilities Commission issues 


a route, they've already determined it's needed, 


once they issue a route the company has the right of 


eminent domain.  That's a process that may be 


considered a route or a fallback for the landowner, 


depending on which way you look at it.  Because they 


do have the right to build a power line and where 


the Public Utilities says.  But the settling of an 


easement at that point, if it comes across your 


land, a situation where you and the utility, either 


Xcel or Otter Tail Power, whoever comes out and 


negotiates that at this point in time for this 


section of the land, that will become a negotiated 


settlement.  


If at any point in time or in the end in 


the last resort, if neither of you come to a 


conclusion or you're not together able to come to a 


conclusion on what's a fair settlement, then it 


falls back to the eminent domain process where the 


final decision on a settlement would fall to an 


arbitration by a three-judge panel.  So they do have 


eminent domain in this case, and that's just to 
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touch on how the process would go.  


MR. BOB GILBERTSON:  Bob Gilbertson, 


G-I-L-B-E-R-T-S-0-N.  


And it's a little bit out of my area, as 


far as having all my facts being straight, but the 


figures that I've seen is that the electricity usage 


has been going up three percent for a number of 


years, and we have not been building up our 


infrastructure, both the generating and the 


transmission capabilities, to keep up with it, so 


we're working into our reserves, as far as what we 


can actually generate and transmit.  So I kind of 


think the line is needed.  Exactly where it goes, 


you know, that's to be determined, I guess.  


But with the dying, I guess, of the Big 


Stone II down in Milbank, you could debate whether 


that was due to the cap and trade energy tax that 


the government is talking about or not, whether that 


had something to do with it or not.  But associated 


with that is the transmission lines that were part 


of that probably are not going to be built now 


either, to transmit that power across.  And as part 


of that there were probably a number of wind 


projects that were counting on that transmission 


line being there that are probably not going to be 
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built down in South Dakota or that part now either 


basically due to that project dying.  


My point with this line is I would like 


to see and looked at, that at spots a provision 


made, not necessarily stuff built, but if something 


needs to be modified on a tower, more land around 


that tower so that a substation or something could 


be put in.  So if wind projects do come into our 


area, that easement would be there, access road or 


whatever that's needed to do it was in place already 


for the project so that they would have something to 


tie into.  


Not necessarily that the utility would 


build a substation to be shared or whatever with the 


wind project, but that when they're doing the 


planning for this line anyway, that we have it in 


place, that we have spots that are picked out that, 


okay, if a wind project comes through here, and they 


want to tie into this line, that they're able to do 


it.  


Right now there's Lakes Wind over by 


Farmer and there's another one out toward Holly and 


they are both tying into a 115 kV line coming down 


through Farmer, Pelican Rapids, down through that 


area.  But there's only so much wind you can tie 
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into a 115 kV line before you start pushing voltage 


around with wind generation.  This would give 


another option.  We also have a 230 kV line going 


through the area, too, that could be tied into.  But 


that would be retrofitting existing line.  


My point is basically look at, when 


you're doing the planning, have provisions that if 


somebody wants to tie in some additional wind 


generating, that they can do it.  It will benefit 


the landowners, whoever has the wind power on their 


land, it would benefit the local community also.  


That's my comment.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Good.  I have a comment 


along that line, and maybe I can help clarify a 


couple things.  But the Big Stone lines, the 


companies have requested to withdraw the certificate 


of need because the certificate of need there was 


tying into an interconnection plant for the coal 


plant.  But they're going to be meeting in the 


Public Utilities Commission, before the Public 


Utilities Commission, I think one of these very 


first weeks, one of these next agenda meetings, to 


discuss the question of what are the possibilities 


of moving away from that need but still putting in 


the transmission lines, because there's a lot of 
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talk about that.  


Also, one of the things about the 


transmission lines up here is is whether or not 


they're able to be an interconnection point, because 


in some cases these are looked at as superhighways, 


and I'm not saying they absolutely can't, but I'm 


saying one of the things it does do as well is it 


builds capacity over the whole system.  So when 


you're saying those 115 lines, those 230 lines, that 


Nobles tying into that 230 Otter Tail line that's 


coming in, where those -- the whole grid is one mass 


system, so this capacity of this 345 kV line can 


build the capacity over the whole system and allow 


additional interconnections.  It does work that way, 


your comments are really well stated.  


I can't guarantee that lines connect 


right to the 345 kV, but it should be in the 


discussion regardless.  


MR. BRAD BARTH:  Brad Barth, B-A-R-T-H.  


Are there any requirements of the 


landowner?  I mean, you're looking for an easement, 


correct?  What, you know, access, you know, right 


for repair, and what are the requirements of the 


landowner if they have poles on their property?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  All right.  I'll let the 
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company tell you.  That may be different in 


different places, but I think Darrin can help you 


with that. 


MR. LAHR:  You bet.  Thanks for the 


question.  A couple of things.  The easement, 


basically what we're looking for in an easement for 


the most part is we don't want any structures in the 


easement and we don't want tall trees or anything 


like that growing in the easement.  Crops, things 


like that are just fine, people do it all the time.  


We will be using existing roads for 


access to the line.  Most of the time that's 


adequate.  Sometimes during construction, if we 


don't have a good access road, we will seek to build 


one somewhere and work with whatever local landowner 


that is in the area, so that would be separate and 


over and above and a different deal beyond the 


normal easement payment.  


We're normally going to be accessing this 


line via the right-of-way easement that we purchase.  


There's not a lot of activity on our right-of-ways, 


we inspect the lines by flying them, so there's not 


a lot of guys and trucks running around out there.  


The only time you're going to see folks is if for 


some reason we have a piece of broken hardware or 
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something, then they would use a normal access road, 


get onto the right-of-way that we've got the 


easement for, drive down the easement and do 


something to the pole.  


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  I got a couple 


questions.  Jimmy Nelson.  I represent Kurtz 


Township where the line would go through for about 


six miles, and then privately for myself I have some 


questions.  


One, how high did you say they were?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The average, about 150 


feet.  They can be higher or lower depending on if 


they need to cross things.  


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  Okay.  We do have a 


thing in our township that's a 100-foot height 


thing, and for the lights that we've put on.  It got 


to be so many -- we're close into town, and for the 


crop sprayers and spraying and stuff in there, we 


did do that.  So ours is stiffer than the county and 


they've had to, you know, go by ours on that.  


If it's by a road or near another line, 


or that's the question I was going to ask you, is 


your right-of-ways and stuff, I know you're 


requiring a whole bunch, but do you put them as 


close to the line as they can be?  Or, I mean, it's 
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pretty hard for a landowner, you know, to say, well, 


you can put it anywhere within 200 feet, you know, I 


mean, that's way out in the middle of the field. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  By line do you mean like 


section line or property line?  


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  Well, I mean like the 


road would be the ditch line out there, you know, on 


the edge, within reason, you know, and not 100 feet 


in the field or something like that.  


And I know the highway and stuff where 


this runs off from, the people that contacted me 


tonight, 'cause they knew I was coming, wanted to 


know what side of the road you were thinking of 


going east and west in there.  But we do have that 


100-foot ordinance in there in our ordinances.  


The railroad is, you know, put stuff on 


theirs down by the power station down there, 


whatever is down there, and we don't -- we probably 


wouldn't require, I mean, you know what I mean, by 


the highway or anything like that, but you get out 


farther or whatever, you know, we might push it, 


depending on how far you get out and where you go.  


I think that is the limit on the county regulations, 


isn't it, 150 feet?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I don't know.  Let me 
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address a couple of those issues.  I think very 


importantly the plan is as much as possible not to 


just go cutting across people's fields.  So, again, 


property lines, section lines, along the roads, 


where as Darrin explained, if you could go right 


along the road and use some of the road right-of-way 


so you don't have to use more private right-of-way, 


that's the basic plan.  Adjustments need to be made 


where there are big problems, you know, that's kind 


of a negotiated issue with landowners and the 


company.  


The issue of lights is kind of an 


interesting one.  Because the real situation is, and 


I don't know what the options are for Xcel, and we 


may ask them what they would do with a township in a 


situation like that, or if it's practical or 


possible to do lights, but actually in the state 


statute for routing, it allows that this routing 


process supersedes local government planning and 


zoning.  Just in this instance.  Because, for 


instance, there are other townships that have said 


we're just not allowing 115 or 345 kV transmission 


lines to come through the township, that's not in 


our plan or ordinance, and the state has reserved 


the right to supersede that. 
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MR. JIMMY NELSON:  No, we're not saying 


nothing like that. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  No, I know.  I'm just 


explaining where we are.  So the state doesn't have 


any requirements like that, and local ordinances may 


or may not apply, depending.  There will be local 


ordinances that apply for crossing roads, for a 


number of things, so maybe Darrin wants to take a 


stab at this.  It's a really interesting question 


and a tough one, specifically on the lights and 


stuff, I'm not sure. 


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  Does this follow the 


same on airports?  Runways?  As far as on the map?  


You know, height, lights, stuff?  I mean, they were 


going to put some radio towers, you know, by my 


place, and I've got a documented runway that's on 


the map on the aeronautical and, you know, they 


couldn't do it.  You know, they went over a mile.  


But, I mean, you know, you have to follow something, 


you can't, you know, just stick it up, you know.  


We like to see them by the roads.  We 


have, as a township, I know we have no problems.  


I've seen where this is going to go now for a couple 


years or seen, you know, what was going to go on.  


I'm just letting you know what kind of stuff that we 
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have.  We have no interest in, you know, making 


somebody do something and having a lot of paperwork 


crap.  We're just interested in all the farmers 


there and all the ones that have anything to do with 


it, if it goes along the road, fine, if you stay 


close to the edge, you know, fine, as long as it 


doesn't run through your living room and, you know, 


go up, you know, it's real fine.  I was just 


wondering if they had anything because I know our 


township does have some stuff, but that was out in a 


couple instances in the middle of nowhere where they 


were popping up stuff.  


MR. LAHR:  A couple of comments on that.  


Number one, generally we like to be adjacent to 


roads.  And when I say adjacent, we usually look to 


place our poles five feet outside of the road 


right-of-way.  So find a ditch line, find the edge 


of the road right-of-way, and our pole typically 


would be five feet behind that.  So we try to hug 


fairly close for all the reasons that you guys say, 


it just makes good sense.  


As far as the height of poles and 


lighting goes, I mean, one of the things that we 


consciously do in limiting spans is not to get to 


200 feet because then everything has to do that, so 
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we tend to have a line field a little bit shorter.  


I can't say that I personally have run into a 


situation where a local ordinance for lighting 


something like this has come into play, and I can't 


tell you what we'd do because I'm not sure.  


Normally, as David said, the view is is that permits 


are set and we're not required to do sort of the 


local zoning thing.  But we usually go talk to 


everybody to find out, you know, what are the norms 


and stuff through here, this is what we're thinking, 


how does that fit with what you guys require, so 


we're sensitive to the needs.  Now, the lighting 


thing is a little bit of a different issue.  I'm 


going to have to go back and talk to our folks about 


how we would approach that in this particular area. 


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  Well, I mean, along 


the road, you know, it's there, there's an existing 


line already there, you know, in spite of buildings.  


A road you can see, you know, when you're flying and 


crop spraying, you know what I mean, down in there.  


You know, I could tell you we probably wouldn't 


require or do anything, I mean, it's when it gets 


out in the middle of nowhere. 


MR. LAHR:  Where you can't see it. 


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  Yeah. 
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MR. LAHR:  Exactly.  I mean, this process 


in our mind is a very person-to-person, face-to-face 


process.  You know, we're coming out here, we're 


building big facilities.  There's local governments 


all across the board that are going to be dealing 


with these things and we need to figure out, you 


know, how do we work this thing.  Because it's not 


just going to be a light ordinance, things like 


that, it's going to be township roads, you know, how 


are we going to maintain the township road if we 


come in there and we muck it up, you know, there's a 


whole sort of laundry list of stuff that we got to 


make sure we're all straight on as we go into this 


construction. 


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  Our township probably 


has quite a bit because, like you were talking about 


mucking up a road or doing something, we have stuff 


even for that.  Simply because we're so close to 


town now, we get calls for putting up antennas.  


Fargo doesn't want any anymore, so they try to come 


over on this side over here and stick them up all 


over or rent somebody's, you know, ground in the 


middle of nowhere and we had to do stuff about it.  


We have all kinds of, you know, junk for all kinds 


of different things that I never even thought was 
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possible, you know, 10 years ago.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Do you want to take a 


couple minutes and address the private air strip 


issue?  


MR. LAHR:  The private air strip issue, 


when we route we generally try to avoid it.  But 


there seems to be different stripes of airports 


based on FAA regulations and public airports and 


what types of planes they're open to, things like 


that.  We generally look at the glide slopes, like 


all the FAA stuff that, you know, there's a cone of 


influence, if you will, that comes up and make sure 


that the routing in that area, that our height is 


below the requirements of that, so we do look at all 


of that information on the airports that are near 


it.  


We can't tell you that a private airport 


that's not part of the big FAA system doesn't have 


the same type of protections but, again, from a 


routing standpoint, we're not looking to hurt 


anybody, we want to, you know, keep these things the 


best we can in safe places.  So we do try to avoid.  


Some things we have to do, some things we don't have 


to do, but we do just as a courtesy to make sure 


that everything is okay.  I mean, there are 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


18


different classifications of airports as you review 


this. 


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  Right.  


MR. LAHR:  But it's definitely something 


we have to deal with. 


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  Mine has been down 


there forever and, you know, that made a difference 


when they were talking with the other one.  But the 


one I was thinking of and the reason I brought it up 


I think is that was worked up a couple years ago, so 


that would have been almost about it.  So I think it 


got taken off from everything, you know.  So, I 


mean, we're fine with that.  So that would be the 


only one, if there was a problem, you may have, you 


know, run into something, because I know they can't 


put it right at the end of it.  


MR. LAHR:  And we've done things in the 


past, too, about reorienting things on the ground, 


helping to pay for a regrade or something to make it 


more compatible.  But like I say, you know, we're 


going to need to work in a lot of this stuff when we 


actually get to construction.  


You know, we're going to do as much of 


this as we can in the wintertime because it tends to 


be cleaner, some of it's going to wind up being in 
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the summer, we're going to make a mess of a road, 


you know, Mrs. Anderson needs to get home, we've got 


to make sure that the road is passable, and we're 


going to have to work through all those issues so we 


all know what's expected to work through this.  I 


guess it's important to note that we'll be sitting 


at the table with you.


MR. BRAD BARTH:  Brad Barth again.  Can I 


ask you to explain the process, the actual 


documentation when you talk about negotiations on 


eminent domain?  The first step is you request an 


easement and then go from there. 


MR. LAHR:  Once the state says this is 


the route, you know, now we know where the route is 


going to be, and what we're going to do is we're 


going to go through and internally we'll lay out a 


design based on sort of the engineering principles.  


So they won't be taking, you know, people's effects 


necessarily into account.  They're going to say from 


an engineering standpoint this is what makes the 


most sense.  So they're going to be working on that.  


Simultaneously, we're going to have our 


land agents be sending out letters, copies of the 


application to all the landowners that are affected 


that says, hey, the transmission line has been 
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approved and your property is one of the properties 


that's going to be impacted by this, here's some 


information in the permit, usually we include the 


permit so that everybody can see what the conditions 


are, and we'd like to talk to you about it.  So then 


somebody is going to come out and just do basically 


general, sort of, information.  You know, hi, this 


is who I am, I'm going to be working with you on 


this transaction as we go through this, you know, 


this is what the line is, this is what it isn't, 


what are your concerns, and that's just sort of an 


introductory, you know, who you are going to work 


with now.  And from there you're going to have the 


engineers now who design something, you know, laid 


something out.  


And then usually the next contacts are 


going to be, okay, we have what we think is an 


alignment that would go through your property on 


this easement, what are your reactions to that?  


Here's what it looks like, you know, you'll walk 


around on your property, you'll be looking at things 


and looking at what the impacts are, talking about 


what changes could be made or don't need to be made 


or whatever the case may be.  


So it's a face-to-face process that's 
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going to happen.  What we're going to get to is a 


point where basically we come out and stick stakes 


in the ground.  Here's a pole right here and there's 


a pole over here, so everybody knows where they're 


at. 


UNIDENTIFIED:  When?  About when are 


stakes in the ground?  


MR. LAHR:  About when?


UNIDENTIFIED:  Yeah.  Is it summer of 


2010?  


MR. LAHR:  Oh, no.  We won't be 


constructing out here until probably around 2013, 


2014, '14 probably more likely, would be my guess, 


kind of time frame.  But simultaneous with that 


discussion about the easement, we're going to be 


talking about price, you know, how much are we going 


to pay for the easement.  


When you talk to the land guys they say 


the value of the easement is based on the diminution 


of value to the property, if there is any, by the 


line.  So what's the value of the property without 


the line, what's the value of the property with the 


line, what's the difference in those, and that's 


sort of the basis of the easement here.  


And that's really fuzzy.  Because you 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


22


could say, well, what does that mean?  So I ask 


them, well, what did you pay?  If you look backwards 


at the projects you've done, how much are you paying 


for easements?  And generally they fall in the range 


of between 65 and 95 percent of market value.  If we 


were going to pay market value, then we might as 


well just buy the land.  And so for what we're 


doing, if we're taking the right to put the line on, 


but you still own the land and can operate it, we're 


just paying a percentage of that.  But it depends 


upon the type of land it is, if it's ag versus 


commercial, you know, there's a lot of factors in 


it.  


But I look at it as, well, what is 


history showing, what are we paying, and they say 


somewhere between 65 and 95 percent of the market 


value.  


MR. BRAD BARTH:  And it's current market 


value, not based on how it's zoned as of that day?  


MR. LAHR:  Right.  


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  How close to houses 


are you going?  


MR. LAHR:  There's no, like, statutory 


limit or anything like that.  


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  I realize that, but 
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what would be -- 


MR. LAHR:  Our practice is we just make 


sure there are no houses within the right-of-way, so 


nobody within 75 feet.  Now, that's still close, we 


know that, and when we route in general, we've 


already tried to eliminate most of the residential 


from these types of routes.  But there is still 


going to be some left, and so we may be as close as 


75 feet in some instances.


MR. BRAD BARTH:  What about commercial, 


same standards for the commercial?  


MR. LAHR:  Commercial, no, doesn't have 


the same standards.  We sometimes will allow 


commercial to be in the right-of-way, depending upon 


what it is, how close, what the situation is.  We 


generally like it out, but if there's something that 


we can't avoid, sometimes we'll have a building that 


is commercial that is in the edge of the 


right-of-way itself.  There's instances of this down 


in the Twin Cities area along 494 towards the 


Plymouth area, you've got a Perkins and it sits 


completely underneath the transmission line, along 


with a couple other manufacturing places.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  There are a couple of 


instances as you drive down 94 you'll see that lines 
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cross and that's the exception.  The key would be, 


if you were negotiating, to see if you could have a 


building under there, and it's going to be key on 


height, mostly.  Because not only does the wires sit 


as low as, I think we've determined along the line, 


36 feet possibly above the ground at the low point 


under the worst circumstances, but then in a 


situation like that is when there is also blowout, 


where the line will move on the line.  So those kind 


of things would be more relevant than any official 


policy.  The state has no policy, it would be a 


negotiation with the company.  


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  Does it make noise?  


MR. LAHR:  A little bit.  It does have a 


little bit of a hum to it.  It tends to be more 


noticeable when it's humid or moist out.  It's very 


variable.  This is just anecdotal, not scientific in 


any way, shape or form.  


I happen to live on the other end of this 


project in Monticello.  The Monticello movie 


theatre, its entire parking lot is underneath three 


different transmission lines.  Two 345 lines and a 


230, and my gauge is when I got to the movies, I get 


out of the car and I stand there and I just kind of 


listen to see if I can notice anything or not.  Most 
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of the time I don't hear anything, and usually when 


I do it's warm, summer type of thing, but it's not 


scientific, only my gauge.


MR. BRAD BARTH:  Do you have a picture of 


the poles?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yes.  Yes, when you were 


looking the other way I slipped it in.  This is an 


example of -- well, it's just a very close example, 


not an exact example, of what the average pole would 


look like.  Again, this has strings on both sides, 


conductors on both sides.  


This one would have -- the one being 


built here would have the davit arms on both sides 


but with the wire and conductors on one side.  But 


that's the base, which would probably be this 


self-weathering type pole, they rust to a certain 


distance and that protects them from rusting 


further.  So they look kind of a rusty color instead 


of silver or a galvanized color.  So that's pretty 


much what it would look like.


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  What's your distance 


apart?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The distance apart is 


typically they would span about 1,000 feet.  So I 


don't know if Darrin said it tonight or not, but 
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that means that you've got four or five per mile.  


So there is a lot longer span and fewer poles than a 


smaller transmission.  


MR. BRAD LEWIS:  My name is Brad Lewis.  


I've got just several, I think, small questions 


here.  


Right now I live a mile from the 


preferred route.  The preferred route goes a mile 


north of my place.  And I only have five acres.  And 


so it's conceivable that if for some reason the 


route would be shifted, that my property could sit 


between two poles, and the wire would go over me, 


but I wouldn't actually have a pole.  Would I be 


eligible for any funds?  


MR. LAHR:  If we cross over anybody's 


property we will need an easement from them. 


MR. BRAD LEWIS:  So it's not just the 


pole?


MR. LAHR:  Not at all.  It's the whole 


strip and everything it goes over. 


MR. BRAD LEWIS:  The second question then 


is, my house is about 50 feet from the county road, 


and then my out buildings are behind my house.  


Would you, if you were coming straight toward my 


property, would you jag across the road maybe to 
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avoid going right over my buildings, or would you 


just go right over my house because you said you 


like to follow the road?  


MR. LAHR:  In general, we try to avoid 


residential structures.  Not knowing what is for 


miles and miles east or west of you, it's hard for 


me to tell you what that situation is.  When we 


route, I mean, if we've got eight houses on one side 


of a road and one on the other, we're likely to pick 


the one with the one and, you know, see if we can 


dodge behind it within the 1,000 foot corridor that 


we're talking about.  Or, I mean, to be very frank 


about it, oftentimes if someone has the line coming 


close to them, they'll say, you know what, I'd just 


as soon move and please buy my place out and I'll go 


somewhere else, and then the line would be 


straightened out.  So it's really dependent on the 


landowner. 


MR. BRAD LEWIS:  You know, if that 


happened to me, I'd be willing, if that's an option. 


MR. LAHR:  That's absolutely an option.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  No, I think it's actually 


in statute, a possibility for that, if it comes down 


to that.  The option for the land, for the utility 


to buy out a landowner is available.  It's a very 
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little used statute, but it is in Minnesota statute.  


MR. BRAD LEWIS:  But likely what would 


happen, since my house is close to the road, you'd 


probably try to jog back around my chicken house or 


something and get back further away from the road, 


would be the likely, rather than going across the 


road?  


MR. LAHR:  That's where we'd start in our 


thinking.  But I think the reality is if we know 


that it's going to impact you in a large way, either 


way, so we're going to sit down and talk to you 


about here's the options we see, what's your input 


on this, on this process.  Like I say, if there's 


nothing on the other side of the road, well, maybe 


that's just a fine solution.  But it all depends on 


what's going on for miles and miles both ways. 


MR. BRAD LEWIS:  Well, I know where the 


line is going to go, if we got a house on this side 


of the road, but we got a potato house and a machine 


shed on this side, that guy is going to get it one 


way or the other. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And someone earlier I 


think back here asked which side of the road is it 


going to go on, and this discussion points out the 


answer to that.  If that's not necessarily part of 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


29


the permit, that may well be part of a negotiation 


after the fact.  There may be very specific 


situations where, if a particular issue or a 


particular environmental impact or human impact 


comes up that elevates it to a certain level, it can 


be addressed as a condition of the permit.  So a 


permit for a particular place on there could say 


that you're going to go on this side of the road or 


that side of the road.  But that's the usual way, 


but it can be done that way under certain 


circumstances.  But otherwise, when the permit comes 


out, again, this is the type of thing that would 


take place.  


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  What do you do if 


there's a co-op line going alongside of the road?  


MR. LAHR:  Distribution or transmission?  


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  Transmission.  You 


know, a two-line one, not a -- 


MR. LAHR:  The kind that's feeding the 


homes and residences?  


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  Yeah.  


MR. LAHR:  We usually work with whoever 


the distribution co-op is, and oftentimes they can 


exist in the right-of-way adjacent, oftentimes 


they'll choose to bury that distribution system.  
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That's something that we have to work out with all 


of the local providers along the area.


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  Because our thinking 


in our township, I mean, where this thing is going, 


there's line down the road.  And it would be better 


if it was all on the same side instead of, you know, 


screwing up some more. 


MR. LAHR:  Sure.  Oftentimes it'll get 


undergrounded.


MR. BRAD BARTH:  Brad Barth.  One more 


question.  


You said your preferred routes stay next 


to the road 75 feet away.  Did I hear you say that.  


MR. LAHR:  No, actually, we try to go as 


close as we can.


MR. BRAD BARTH:  As close as you can.  


MR. LAHR:  Yeah.  So as close as we can 


means different things on different roads.  


Different county, state highway and township roads 


and stuff, it's five feet off the edge of the road 


right-of-way.


MR. BRAD BARTH:  Where does that 


right-of-way start?  I guess that was the question I 


had.  Is that from the -- 


MR. LAHR:  Your typical road width is 66, 
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so their road width is 66 feet and they've got a 


graveled surface or a paved surface that is somewhat 


smaller than that, so it extends out into the 


ditches somewhere and then there's an outside line.


MR. BRAD BARTH:  On the interstate you've 


got fence all along, so where is it in relation to 


the fence?  


MR. LAHR:  It's somewhere, in our view, 


it's somewhere between five and 75 feet.


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  Will they let you hang 


over their property?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The Minnesota Department 


of Transportation policies and procedures does not 


allow, on the highway, in a restricted access 


highway, they do not allow what they call a vertical 


encroachment of their right-of-way.


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  You can't do eminent 


domain on them?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  No, we can't.  But we have 


been negotiating with them in this project and the 


Monticello to St. Cloud project and also the 


Brookings project that's been going on, many of the 


same issues, and it comes up a lot.  Because we're 


trying to use the existing corridor where possible, 


how close can we get.  If it ends up going out 75 
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feet and you're using 150 feet of private 


right-of-way regardless, then there's not much use 


of being right up there.  So we're trying to work 


that out.  


Part of their policies and procedures are 


to protect the transportation system, protect the 


emergency system.  Part is to protect, you know, 


when we talk about blowout on the lines, they are 


concerned about that for their equipment.  They also 


answer to the Federal Highway Administration and 


their policies and procedures as well.  So we as the 


state office are talking to all of them, and the 


utilities are involved in these discussions, so that 


is where we're trying to find some viable solutions, 


so that's an ongoing process.


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  Well, I farm next to 


it, and if you stick something out there, I mean, 


it's a joke that you go out 150 feet, you know, 


you've got to try to farm around the stupid pole 


that's sitting in there, it's something that's, you 


know, setting next to the edge or something.  You 


know, five feet out you can live with, or whatever.  


But, you know, they put that fence line, there are 


some high line poles along some stretches right 


there, you know, I don't know how that got in there, 
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but it did, and I can see it hanging over.  I can't 


see what the difference -- I mean, they're so far 


out on theirs, I can't see what their -- I mean, it 


almost seems like there's two sets of rules, one if 


they own the land and one if I own the land. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And it makes a difference 


how wide their right-of-way is.  They have concerns 


for this being a super transport system, or 


whatever, so I-94 is designated one of the places 


where you can haul large loads that come in off the 


shipping and whatever, so they have a lot of 


different issues coming into play there and so it's 


not just one simple answer and they may be able to 


do some things in one place and not in another.  


But it's definitely under consideration, 


it's a distinct option.  And hopefully, as it gets 


settled in one case, we'll have more clear ideas on 


what we can do in this case.  The Brookings, the 


Hampton case, they've already gone all the way 


through the process, clear through the public 


hearings.  There's not a final decision yet, but 


they're a lot further in the case.  So a lot of that 


discussion will continue to take place, we might 


have some more clarification on that long before we 


get the final decisions on this case.  So, just as 
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information aside.  


MR. JIMMY NELSON:  Is this line capable 


of being put in underground for short distances for 


irrigation?  You know, where it comes up, you're 


already irrigating a field, you know, next to 


something, you know, 'cause, I mean, down by the 


interstate, I mean, you can go out 150 feet, you 


know, that's pretty far. 


MR. LAHR:  From our perspective 


undergrounding is a pretty significant undertaking.  


This isn't a system that you can just pop 


underground and pop back up.  For engineers, we're 


looking at this on a couple different levels.  


Just to give you an idea, in order to 


transition structures to go from overhead to 


underground, the counts are basically a 400-by-400 


mini substation, if you will.  It has to have 


capacitors and reactors associated with it on both 


ends of where that goes under and then where that 


would come up.  The conductors themselves, there's a 


couple of different types, there's a solid dial 


electric cable and there's also a pipe type, which 


is an oil-filled, heat-managed system.  These wires 


get hot, you can't just stick them in the ground, 


you have to manage it in a manhole ductwork system.  
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So we're burying a very large vault, if you will, 


room, every 1,000 feet, the cable generally comes in 


1,000-foot rolls when you do it that way, and 


there's a duct bank and that follows that to the 


next location.  We probably need -- we're reviewing 


the amperage now, but we'd probably need three or 


four individual conductors, conductors this big on 


something like this for one phase.  So you'd have 


three sets of these as you go.  You begin to start 


to take up a lot of area.  


And from a liability standpoint, it's 


something that we're concerned about, because on an 


overhead line there's really not much maintenance.  


It is pretty simple, you can see it if something is 


wrong and you can get out there and fix it.  On 


underground you've got issues of finding stuff, is 


it spare cable, you have one installed already, what 


are the costs associated with this stuff long and 


short term.  Undergrounding is seven to ten times 


the normal cost to do.  So it's going to be a pretty 


tough sell.  I mean, we can reconfigure somebody's 


irrigation system much, much cheaper than we can put 


stuff underground.  Our overhead cost on this is 


somewhere between a million and a quarter and a 


million and a half a mile, so you take ten times 
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that price for underground.  


MR. BRAD LEWIS:  Brad Lewis.  


Are these poles and lines pretty good 


under ice?  Obviously we've had some fun with that. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Why do you ask?  


MR. BRAD LEWIS:  Why do you think?  


MR. LAHR:  I understand the question 


completely.  The engineers are looking at the 


systems that they're going to use, or the specs 


they're using right now, it'll be designed to a 


standard.  The current standard they are debating 


are an inch and a quarter or an inch and a half 


radial iced around everything.  So it would be able 


to withstand that much ice on it in stormy 


conditions.  And the storm referred to, the maximum 


for something like this is 180 miles an hour.  This 


is a regional backbone type facility, it needs to be 


in operation, so it will be built extremely robust.  


We recognize the country we're in.  


MR. BRAD LEWIS:  Okay.  


MR. LAHR:  So it's part of the 


calculation.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Does anybody have any 


comments or questions on alternatives or any other 


comments or questions?  
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MR. BRAD LEWIS:  Typically, when you're 


reviewing these applications, do you usually stick 


with the preferred route that's been submitted?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's an interesting 


question.  I don't think there's a typically, but 


the concept is, and why we come out and look for 


alternatives, the concept is, unless something else 


is presented and it can be determined that the 


application is environmentally sound and the least 


impactful, I think the language kind of reads 


towards, well, tell us why we can't do that.  But 


that's what we're out here to find out.  Why can't 


we do that, are there other better solutions.  So 


no, there are many, many permits that come out that 


take alternatives.  And not an entire alternative 


line, but alternative pieces along the line, that 


happens many times. 


MR. BRAD LEWIS:  Okay.  But if you're 


going to jog a couple miles one direction or 


another, it's not going to just be for a short 


distance and then back, so you're not going to do 


these things, you're going to try to stay as 


straight as possible?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  We're still trying to make 


a balance and on all the alternatives we make a 
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balance.  What problem is this fixing, is it a 


reasonable fix, is it a reasonable cost.  You know, 


so there's a balance of a number of things.  


MR. BRAD LEWIS:  Okay.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah.  If we do look at 


other permits that have been made this stuff comes 


into play.  


Everybody good for tonight?  That's fine, 


you can certainly make comments all the way along 


the line, especially comments about alternatives and 


issues, really up to February 12th.  But, again, a 


lot of chances to jump in.  The only thing we're 


going to really ask is that you're going to have to 


take a few cookies with you.  


Anybody else have something else they 


want to say before we break?  I appreciate the 


discussion.  It was useful to us, and I hope it 


helped you understand the process as well.  Keep in 


touch, send in your comments.  Thanks for coming. 


(Meeting concluded at 8:00 p.m.)
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PUBLIC COMMENT - JANUARY 28, 2010 - ELBOW LAKE - 1:30


STATE OF MINNESOTA


OFFICE OF ENERGY SECURITY


In the Matter of the Application by Xcel Energy and Great 


River Energy for a Route Permit for the Fargo to 


St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Line Project


Dream Weaver's Banquet Facility


410 2nd Street Northeast


Elbow Lake, Minnesota
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  We're really kind of open 


for public comment now overall, so I think we'll 


just go ahead and move right into that, unless 


anybody else has just some quick questions about the 


process that I've been talking about.  Otherwise, we 


can just step right in.  


MR. PAUL THRONSON:  My name is Paul 


Thronson, T-H-R-O-N-S-O-N.  


I was wondering if the length between 


poles can be shortened or lengthened, like instead 


of putting it in the farmer's field, if you could 


put it in a wetland, if it's within, whatever, 100 


feet, or whatever?  Because I believe you can put 


it -- you can put the pole in a wetland.  At least 


somebody just told me that over here.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah, and there is some 


leeway in there, if it gets settled down maybe 


Darrin can just give a quick answer to that.  


MR. LAHR:  You bet.  We can absolutely 


move the distance of the poles back and forth, 


shorter and longer to some degree.  Probably the 


maximum spans you're going to be able to run is 


somewhere in the neighborhood of 1,200 feet, maybe 


1,300 with a line setup like this.  


The question is can a pole go in a 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


4


wetland.  Depending upon the type of wetland that it 


is, oftentimes, yes, the pole can go in a wetland.  


It is technically feasible from a construction 


standpoint, and depending upon the permitting body, 


there are certain thresholds that we can't exceed, 


but in general, yes, it can happen.


MR. ROBERT HENNEMAN:  (Inaudible.)  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  We can't hear the 


questions for the -- I think you asked when can it 


go in a wetland?  


MR. ROBERT HENNEMAN:  No, when can't it.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Oh, when can't it.


MR. ROBERT HENNEMAN:  Like the federal 


wetlands.  I don't know if that's what he was 


referring to. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah, and I don't really 


want to be -- 


MR. PAUL THRONSON:  That's another 


question, Bob.  I'll ask that too. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Let's ask it clearly on 


the record exactly what the question is so we can 


make sure we're answering the right question.  


MR. PAUL THRONSON:  Paul Thronson again.  


I believe that this line should be able to go right 


through Fish and Wildlife land so it can go 
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straight.  The poles will not bother a hunter out in 


Fish and Wildlife land, but a pole will bother the 


farmer in the farm field 'cause he has to go around 


that pole five or six times during the year.  It 


should go right through Fish and Wildlife land.  


And another question for you is when do 


you meet with the Fish and Wildlife people?  I doubt 


they're here.  I was to a meeting down in Alexandria 


and I was there early, a half an hour before the 


meeting, and they were all leaving.  They did not 


want to meet when the ordinary people met.  They had 


their own private meeting with you people and I 


don't think that should be allowed.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  They have met, as a matter 


of fact, with the company at this point in time at 


other meetings.  I do think it's important for the 


company to consult with all sorts of things.  


We will also be investigating in this 


process, it's a separate process, what's allowed, 


what's not allowed.  It's not automatically 


disallowed to go through certain areas, only a 


number.  The Minnesota state law says you can't go 


through scientific and natural areas.  A couple 


other very specific sites where the law says you 


can't go through here.  A lot of other types of 
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things are balanced.  It may or may not be a good 


idea, depending on when you're looking at these 


routes again, on which route says it has this level 


of impacts on environment and humans, this level of 


impacts on environments and humans, it gets balanced 


out that way, they're not automatically off the 


track.  


We do investigate over the course of our 


environmental review what would be required or 


acceptable within Fish and Wildlife regulations as 


well.  I can't speak to what meetings they've been 


to or not.  But I'm taking that comment as a comment 


for the -- that that's something that you're 


interested in that we should look into.


MR. PAUL THRONSON:  Well, I think 


everybody should know this information.  They don't 


come to these meetings.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And it's not their permit.  


But, yeah.  And, of course, that's a federal group.  


The thing is, when we get in an application, 


Minnesota rules say all the affected decision-makers 


in other state agencies need to talk to us.  So as 


we go along, the way we're going to talk to MnDOT, 


we're going to talk to DNR, we're going to work with 


the people on all those types of things on issues.  
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Because what needs to happen in the end, when the 


Public Utilities makes a route decision, all those 


other people need to live with it, so they need to 


have had their input of what they think needs to be 


done, what can be done, what needs to be evaluated 


to make it get done, all those things need to happen 


during this process.  Our legal connection to how 


that works with the feds is a little different, but 


in the state process it's pretty clear.  


MR. GLENN BENNETT:  What would it take -- 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Can you state your name, 


please?  


MR. GLENN BENNETT:  I'm an unidentified 


affected landowner.  What would it take, short of 


armed insurrection, to put this puppy right down the 


edge of the interstate right-of-way?  Not 280 feet 


out, right on the edge of the right-of-way.  That's 


where that damn things belongs.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I can't tell you exactly 


what it would take and what the final outcome of 


those discussions will be, I don't know yet, but 


here's where we are today.  The company's primary 


idea is to put it as close to the I-94 right-of-way 


as possible.  MnDOT has a number of concerns about 


that, or have expressed some in the past, mostly 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


8


dealing with protecting the right-of-way for 


transportation and safety purposes, for the safety 


of the system users and for the safety of 


maintenance users.  They have a mandate to protect 


that.  They also have a set of policies and 


procedures that guide them and are also required to 


answer the Federal Highway Administration.  However, 


we have a number of projects going on simultaneously 


at this time, including the Brookings to Hampton 


down in southern Minnesota, and a couple others 


going on where we're running into exactly the same 


issue.  


This exists as a corridor that's already 


developed.  If we can get as close to that 


right-of-way as possible we use less private 


landowner right-of-way.  So what do we need to know 


and what do we need to do to see how we can do that 


if that's possible.  Right now what's happening is 


our office is in discussions with MnDOT and the 


Federal Highway Administration, the company has been 


negotiating with them, and then there are several 


other agencies in open discussions at this time and 


we've made a lot of progress.  I don't know to date 


to tell you exactly what that is.  


You can't right now put them five feet 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


9


out because the arms are going to hang over the 


right-of-way.  And they have a policy that's been 


approved by the feds that says you can't infringe on 


their right-of-way.  Can you go out a little further 


where you don't actually do that?  Yes, that might 


work.  Will it affect the safety if the lines blow 


in the wind?  The level of safety, the balance of 


the impact, all of those things are still being 


discussed.  I can't tell you today that there's an 


answer that they're going to go five feet outside 


the right-of-way of MnDOT, but it's definitely wide 


open for discussion in this environmental review and 


it's definitely on the table for this whole 


year-long discussion.  


Again, I can't support the idea of armed 


insurrection. 


MR. GLENN BENNETT:  One thing more.  How 


much will politics be involved in this?  Should we 


be bucking our elected representatives primarily for 


the I-94 route?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's an interesting 


question.  I will give you my opinion and then you 


can do as you please.  And that would be a political 


answer in and of itself, I suppose.  


The design of the Power Plant Siting Act 
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is to take politics out of the system.  So if we can 


say what is the real impact, how do we -- what are 


the real options and can we just balance them with 


real facts?  Is that something we can do?  That's 


the design of the system.  Do some people contact 


legislators?  Well, legislators are the ones who 


pass these laws that this is the way we're supposed 


to do this.  Do you contact them?  You contact 


anyone you want.  


All I can say is that the system is 


designed not to be a political decision, but a 


reasoned, informed, environmental and human least 


impact system.  That's the design of the system.  


How that works in the real world and how you want to 


approach that, that's up to you.  That's a good 


question.  


MR. TROY KOLTES:  Troy Koltes.  I was 


just wondering if these lines are able to produce 


wind, can you put wind power into these lines, is 


that a possibility?


COURT REPORTER:  And how do you spell 


your last name?


MR. TROY KOLTES:  K-O-L-T-E-S. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It's -- 


UNIDENTIFIED:  Could you repeat the 
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question, please?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I can do that.  The 


gentleman wants to know if these lines will support 


loading wind onto the system.  And there's a yes and 


no side to that question.  The design of a 345 kV 


line is fairly on the order of a I-94 kind of a 


line.  It's a major thoroughfare of electricity.  It 


does stop in a certain number of areas.  So 


typically wind project interconnection does not take 


place directly into these lines.  


Now, the concept of supporting wind is 


done in a couple of ways with these lines.  One, it 


brings in wind power, but it also is designed to 


build the capacity of the entire system.  So the 


whole grid works as a very large, intermingled 


one-grid system.  And when you put in a line like 


this and build the capacity to take pressure off the 


lower level voltages that are the places where you 


do interconnect wind power, then that's the part of 


the way that the system is designed to improve the 


overall system.  That's the way it's designed to 


work.  So, yes, I think this is designed so part of 


the need is to support wind.  Does it give it direct 


interconnect?  No, it probably doesn't in most 


cases.  If that answers your question. 
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MR. TROY KOLTES:  You said there was 


going to be two circuits?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Oh.  The Public Utilities 


Commission said, as Darrin mentioned, the wind, the 


certificate of need didn't look far enough ahead.  


And what they meant for that was a couple things as 


well.  Do we need additional expansion of wind 


capacity, do we have a larger growth in electricity 


need by the local population.  


So when they build it they'll build 


something that looks almost exactly like that.  And 


they'll build the circuits, the conductors, on one 


side.  The conductors on the other side will sit 


bare.  I mean, the davit arms will sit empty on the 


other side.  


Will that need come to pass?  Will that 


be a sensible solution?  What will not happen is 


that somebody decides, oh, this is going to help, 


we're just going to slap extra wires on there.  Xcel 


cannot decide on its own accord that we have these 


sitting here, we're just going to put more wires on 


and expand the system.  What will happen is it will 


go through a whole another certificate of need 


process that will decide do we really need this to 


beef it up?  If we do need to beef up the system, do 
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we beef it up?  Where do we beef it up?  Do we do it 


with generation locally or overall?  And then in 


addition to that it would still have to go through 


another routing process as well.  So that sits 


there, but that's kind of a down-the-road issue, 


it's just a bit forward thinking at this point, I 


guess.  


MR. ROBERT HENNEMAN:  My name is Robert 


Henneman, H-E-N-N-E-M-A-N.  I live in section 15 


along the interstate.  Obviously this affected 


landowner does not live near 94.  


I would like to address alternate segment 


number four.  We would like it proposed that it goes 


on the River Road and up to Sunny Side Road, instead 


of continuing straight to 45, we would like to see 


it go north on Green Acres Road.  And some of us 


neighbors are going to get together and write you a 


proposal.  And we certainly hope that you take it 


seriously so that we feel like we may have an impact 


in this.  And it would keep the power line from 


affecting six or seven building sites.  Because 


along the road there isn't any building sites.  And 


it looks like a real doable alternative.  


The only problem we see is there is a WPA 


on the end before it gets to the interstate, and 
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that's what I was trying to refer to, that 


apparently you're not allowed to put poles on a WPA, 


but it could cross that little township road and 


then continue north to the interstate, and the 


preferred route is already on that road north of the 


interstate.  So all we would do is make a little jog 


and it would greatly reduce the impact of where it's 


scheduled to go now.  And I sincerely hope you take 


it seriously.  Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  Did you get 


all that, Janet?  


Okay.  We'll have it here and then 


whatever else you send us to look at, great.  Thank 


you.  


MR. TIM BATES:  My name is Tim Bates, 


B-A-T-E-S.  I've got a couple comments here.  


First of all, I'd like to say that we're 


not touched by the line, but 34 years ago we were 


hit by a big power line, the 800 DC.  We were never 


allowed to do something like this.  The Public 


Utilities Commission shut us right out.  So I'm 


talking today for you people.  


First of all, I'd like to consider what 


they do in Europe, especially Germany.  They've been 


putting the highways, railroads, and also the 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


15


transmission lines next to each other for easy 


access and repair, but that's not the real way to go 


about it.  There's a need to place these 


transmission lines underground.  


First, as an environmental impact, 


they're an eyesore.  No one wants their rural 


landscape beauty impaired.  There would also be no 


worry pertaining to migratory birds or anything in 


flight.  Not only would this make people happy, but 


it makes economic sense.  Initial costs for 


underground will certainly be higher, but by burying 


the lines they're encased in a more constant 


55-degree temperature, versus the wide temperature 


springs above ground in Minnesota.  


Underground would take less impacts, and 


so by amortizing the initial higher cost over 20 


years, the energy savings alone will more than pay 


for itself.  Many people have already elected to pay 


increased rates for renewable-produced electricity.  


In the Netherlands, in the offshore in the North 


Sea, they already have wind generators placed there.  


The transmission lines leading from there to land 


are under the sea.  And with this, this is the 


correct procedure to go with this project.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Did you want to add 
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something?  


MR. PAUL THRONSON:  Yeah.  I'll 


straighten that out. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  We'll add your comment to 


the count.


MR. PAUL THRONSON:  This is Paul 


Thronson.  I've been to the Netherlands, I've seen 


the lines that follow from Germany into Denmark.  


Many, many lines were coming into Germany from 


Denmark, from the wind farms in the ocean.  And he 


mentioned they were underground from the wind tower 


to the land, and that's probably right.  But once 


they hit land, they go over land.  They're bigger 


than this line here.  And there's many of them.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Go ahead and add a 


comment. 


MR. TIM BATES:  Paul, all I'm saying, 


Paul, is that the technology for underground is 


already there.  


MR. PAUL THRONSON:  Yeah, that may be.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  Good.  


MR. PAUL ANDERSON:  Paul Anderson from 


Hoffman.  


How close can these power lines go over a 


dwelling, a farmstead, or do they have to be so many 
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feet away?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Do you have more comment, 


or not?  


MR. PAUL ANDERSON:  I will.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  All right.  The design is 


that -- the design of an easement for a 345 kV line 


is 150 feet for a number of purposes, for 


maintenance of the line, for safety of the line, and 


to make sure they're away from residences and 


everything.  Outside of that there isn't a law in 


Minnesota that says how far it would be away from a 


house.  So, in other words, the way this is designed 


to be there would not be any houses in the 


right-of-way, but there could be houses right 


outside the right-of-way, which then, doing the 


math, would be as close as 75 feet away from the 


centerline.  


MR. PAUL ANDERSON:  Is that safe then, 


being that close?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, we continue to 


analyze that.  The determination in the permitting 


so far has determined that that's the case.  They 


don't normally put it as close, for any number of 


reasons, you know, if you can bypass somebody a 


little further, that's fine.  But as far as, no, 
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there's no law that says it isn't, because so far we 


haven't found that it's not safe.  


But this is the idea of doing an EIS, is 


that every time we review this we go back and we 


look at all the pieces.  Are there issues that we 


know more about EMF kind of issues today, do we know 


anything about any other kind of issue that might 


make us -- make the PUC, not us, but the PUC make a 


condition that they be further away than that, that 


hasn't happened today but we continue to review it 


to find out if anything new has come up. 


MR. PAUL ANDERSON:  I've heard in five to 


seven years they'll be doubling this here kilowatts, 


and that if you walk underneath of it your hair 


would stand up.  Is that true?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  No.  You know, and I can 


actually have Darrin talk a little bit about that, 


although Darrin is not an electrical engineer 


either, and I'm not either.  But two things.  This 


line will be built in about -- and on the line and 


operating about 2014.  It would be at least that 


long before somebody would decide whether or not, 


again, there will or not be another line.  But the 


effect of double circuiting the line is not always 


clearly doubling the effect on things.  And let me 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


19


let Darrin answer that question.  


So I don't think it's correct that we 


could look in the very near future to see that 


there's another line, but if there is doubling 


effect, that's an interesting question and I think 


we can address that. 


MR. LAHR:  Yeah.  I think the best way to 


think about that is that as far as the doubling of 


the line, there's two ways to think of it, some 


folks think that we can just up the voltage somehow 


later and then the line will carry more capacity.  


No, that's not true.  It will be permitted to be 


what it is and it will stay there.  


The second thing would be when would a 


second circuit be added to this line, how many years 


down the road is that.  We don't know.  I mean, at 


this point we proposed a single circuit because we 


didn't see a need for double circuit and the state 


said make it capable so that it can carry that 


double circuit.  We have no idea when that is going 


to occur and what circumstances are going to make 


that happen.  


As far as -- what David said, I'm not an 


electrical engineer.  As far as, you know, if you 


stand under the line will it make your hair stand 
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up, you know, stand underneath a 345 line.  What 


I'll tell you is that as my hair gets thinner it's 


probably more and more likely to do that.  But my 


anecdotal evidence on this is I live on the other 


end of this project in Monticello.  Monticello has 


the Monticello nuclear plant.  Obviously those 


plants have transmission lines.  And our movie 


theater in Monticello has the entire parking lot 


underneath two 345 lines and a 230 line.  And every 


single person who goes to that theater gets out of 


their car and walks underneath all of these lines 


and goes into the movie theater and nobody's hair is 


standing up.  It's a very common occurrence to have 


things under these lines.  There's playgrounds, 


there's bike trails, there's parking lots, there's 


lots of stuff under these lines with little effect.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And, you know, the kind of 


interesting question in there is will that double, 


and I'm not quite sure about the electrical effect, 


but sometimes in a double circuit situation it will 


actually cancel out, or the current will cancel out 


the magnetic field effect.  So in some cases you can 


even have actually less magnetic.  But I'm not an 


expert to answer it but, yeah, we'll definitely ask 


those questions and make sure we know those things. 
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MR. TIM BATES:  Is this an AC or DC line?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I can answer the question.  


The question is is this an AC or DC line, and the 


answer is it's AC.  


MR. TIM BATES:  I can tell you that the 


DC line -- the DC line that goes over our property, 


you can stand under it on a summer day and hold up a 


fluorescent light bulb and it lights.  So it really 


works.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  This is alternating 


current.  


MR. GLENN BENNETT:  At the time that the 


DC line was built there was a law passed that if a 


landowner so desired they had to purchase the farm.  


Is that the law still in effect?  And if so, would 


we be free to use it?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The law is in effect.  A 


lot of these laws are, as a matter of fact, as you 


point out, resulted from some previous experiences 


from which the state has hopefully learned a few 


things along the way, and everyone else.  But in the 


law there is an option, little used, but there is an 


option, if a line is 230 or greater, I believe is 


the cutoff for which the line would qualify, that 


the owner can opt, instead of having an easement, so 
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that the utility would actually buy the parcel or 


adjoining parcels or whatever.  I don't know the 


number, I'd have to look up the number of the 


statute, but it is in statute, not just a rule.  


MR. PAUL THRONSON:  Paul Thronson again.  


I was just looking at that map, E6 up 


there, you've got your alternate route as the 


yellow; is that correct?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's one of the 


alternates, right.


MR. PAUL THRONSON:  What's the reason for 


that?  Isn't that a lot more expensive to run a line 


and zigzagging it like that?  Why don't you run them 


straight?  And if it's because of wildlife, I mean, 


get real.  Run her straight.  


MR. LAHR:  The reason why we have these 


alternates, you'll see them in various different 


areas -- 


MR. PAUL THRONSON:  I'm talking about the 


yellow one there. 


MR. LAHR:  Right.  But they all have the 


same common theme, which is we're not certain that 


we can get through on the preferred route that we 


put there.  We're pretty sure.  We've looked at it 


in enough detail that we put it on there as the 
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preferred route, but we're not certain.  And so in 


order to make sure that we've got a route that's 


buildable at the end of the day, we make sure we 


have enough room, enough options on the map so that 


we can do that.  


You asked, you know, what are the 


factors, is wildlife one of them.  Yeah, wildlife is 


definitely one of them.  And waterfowl production 


areas are something that we cannot cross.  And if 


for some reason we can't get around them, you'll see 


in this particular area, on both sides of the 


interstate, we're going around it.  In this 


particular spot, if there's some reason why we 


couldn't do that, we need to have more on the map.  


We've also got residential down here closer to the 


interstate.  We're not sure we can get by them.  So, 


I mean, there becomes multiple siting factors where 


we need to have options.  


MR. PAUL THRONSON:  That's wildlife land 


again.  Ridiculous.  You got people along that line 


all over that you're interfering with.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  We'll take that as your 


comment.  Absolutely.  I'm not arguing, I'm taking 


notes.  


MR. PAUL THRONSON:  Very good.  
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MR. TROY KOLTES:  Troy Koltes.  


It's my understanding that you can put 


the lines 75 feet from a house, but we can't go 


through a duck or wildlife.  Is that my 


understanding?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  By the structure of the 


rules, I couldn't disagree with that assessment.  


That's state law, or federal law, depending on which 


one it is at this point in time, right.  So your 


you're correct in your assessment.  There are a lot 


of wetland and wildlife areas that it does go 


through, it depends on the designation that the 


agency puts on it. 


MR. JACK WEAVER:  I just got one quick 


thing. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Now, we're speaking on the 


record. 


MR. JACK WEAVER:  That's fine. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Can you give your name and 


spell it?  


MR. JACK WEAVER:  Oh.  My name is Weaver, 


Jack Weaver.  I don't need this damn thing.  Oh, 


it's for you guys.  


Well, the big deal here is, on the 


overall picture, we have come a long ways in a very 
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short, short, short term.  Our -- our women are not 


going back to chopping wood and shit.  You're going 


to have to work with these energy guys, and it's 


going to have to be done, you're going to have to 


figure out how to do it.  That's it.  I mean, you're 


going to have to do it.  It's going to have to be 


done right and don't step on my nature.  I don't 


know, everybody's going to have to work on that.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  


MR. JACK WEAVER:  Sorry.  


MR. SYLVESTER GOERDT:  I've got a 


question.  Sylvester Goerdt, is my name, 


G-O-E-R-D-T.  


Now, they've got the alternate route that 


goes south of Breckenridge and starts cutting 


across.  If the primary route is along from Moorhead 


down the interstate, how come they would have went 


50 miles south and started cutting across?  Really, 


why would that alternate route have been that far 


away?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Do you have additional 


questions than that or do you want us to just go 


ahead and answer that?  


MR. SYLVESTER GOERDT:  Well, you can 


answer that, and then I've got another question. 
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MR. LAHR:  The alternate route, yes, it 


does, I mean, it's much further south where it goes 


into North Dakota.  The routing through sort of the 


wetland areas and stuff west of Alexandria becomes 


fairly difficult.  And as we compare the different 


alternatives going through there, and trying not to 


cut properties diagonally, because one of the things 


we heard early on in the meetings we had with 


landowners is don't cut my property diagonally like 


they did on the old DC line days.  So as we start to 


look at what are our options for trying to 


stair-step through this thing, the alternate route, 


the blue route does that for as long as stretches as 


we were able to come up with.  Is it perfect?  No.  


Is it more expensive?  Yes.  


As a matter of fact, the blue route is 


shorter than the green route and it's still $60 


million more.  So those corners cost money.  There's 


no doubt about that.  


And overall the blue route, once you go 


into North Dakota and go up to the new substation 


would be longer in total.  So the alternate route is 


less than ideal, but in Minnesota's process and in 


law we need to have two options.  


And you had another question.  
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MR. SYLVESTER GOERDT:  Yeah.  Another 


question.  They want a 150-foot wide right-of-way.  


Now, will they lease that or want to purchase it or 


what?  How will that turn out? 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  He wants to know the 


nature of an easement, is it a purchase or is it a 


lease or what.  


The PUC will issue that 1,000 feet.  The 


company will come out with land agents and work with 


the landowners to say where within that 1,000 feet 


is the best 150-foot area to put this safely and 


with the least impact.  Then the company, to answer 


your question, will purchase an easement.  It's a 


one-time payment upfront to help compensate for what 


you consider your loss of value for that easement.  


You continue to own the property, you would be able 


to continue to farm up to the poles if that was what 


you were doing under those lines.  They would have 


some restrictions on the easement to make sure that 


nothing grew up into the lines, on access to the 


easement or whatever, but a direct answer would be 


there'd be a one-time payment and a settlement for 


the easement.  


MR. TIM BATES:  Okay.  Tim Bates again.  


If the landowner does not work with the 
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utilities, at what point do you then condemn the 


land?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's a question -- the 


question is about condemnation or eminent domain.  


The procedure, then, is they work out, 


you know, the company is coming with their idea of 


what that value is, the landowner is coming with an 


idea, and the concept is that it's a negotiated 


settlement.  If it doesn't come to a negotiated 


settlement, there is the fallback to the arbitrated 


three-judge panel in the condemnation proceeding.  


So someone that's external to the utility and 


external to the landowner would make the decision on 


what's an arbitrated reasonable settlement.  But 


you're correct, once this permit is issued by the 


state, it does go through to that logical conclusion 


in certain circumstances.  


MR. TIM BATES:  I realize that.  I'm just 


trying to inform everybody on what's going to come 


down the line. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Or could come down the 


line.  Absolutely.  


Anybody else have any specific ideas like 


this gentleman, or other concerns?  You know, we're 


going to be back at 6:30, so we're not going 
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anywhere for the time being, so if you want to, you 


know, you want to make sure that you get these 


messages out on the record, because you can talk to 


Darrin or me afterwards and that might be very 


useful for both of us, but, again, the reason that I 


have Janet here is so that I don't go back and put 


down what I think you said.  


MR. GLENN BENNETT:  Affected landowner.  


Before you end, what are the thoughts, 


impacts, whatever you want, to have more impact, if 


we mailed them in or if we waited for the 


administrative law judge and testified there?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's a good question, 


Glenn.  I think the answer goes back to -- I think 


the simple answer would be they should be -- 


MR. GLENN BENNETT:  I was thinking more 


of that gentleman's proposal, that's something that 


you want to get in there and get it in darn 


specific.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And that's exactly the 


right answer.  They are very different things.  I 


want to re-stress the idea that most of the record 


gets built from this analysis of the routes and the 


alternatives, that's what -- the EIS feeds that 


record, so when the judge comes down that's the 
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record that's getting fed into the hearing.  


So, Glenn, you're absolutely right.  


Comments like that need to come in now, especially 


the ideas for alternatives, that's very important.  


Your comments and ideas will have equal bearing in 


the case overall, but especially -- if you want to 


make sure we're analyzing what we need to analyze, 


now is the time.  


Anybody want a last shot here?  


MR. PAUL THRONSON:  Paul Thronson.  


Did you say that it costs extra money to 


jog?  Well, why don't you go straight then.  


MR. GLENN BENNETT:  Answer that one. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Oh, Glenn, you've been to 


a couple of these, you know I -- 


MR. GLENN BENNETT:  I've been at this for 


years.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I have answers for 


everything and most of the time the answer is I 


don't know, I'll find out.  But in this one it's 


fairly straightforward.  


It does cost more because to turn corners 


you need corner posts.  Corner posts on a line this 


large are very expensive to build.  And so they get 


built very large and very deep.  The reason they're 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


31


cornered is because the concept is we don't want to 


go diagonally across somebody's farmland.  That's 


the biggest issue.  So if you can go along property 


lines or section lines or things like that, that 


would be potentially less impact than driving 


straight across somebody's land.  So it's a matter 


of mitigation and deciding what is one impact and 


what is another.  Cost is always one impact, but 


it's not the only one.  Environmental impact, 


farming impact, any number of things.  


Well, I'm not going to force you people 


to stay here if you want to move on, but I 


appreciate the comments and, like I said, this is 


not the end of your opportunity to comment.  


MR. LAHR:  Remind them about Matt. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  By all means, take 


advantage, Darrin's got the kids here, get a map of 


your place and see exactly what's up and what's 


proposed at this point in time.  


All right.  Tell your friends and 


neighbors to come out tonight, we'll be doing the 


same thing tonight.


(Meeting concluded at 2:58 p.m.)
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Just with all those 


lead-ins and all those comments, I want to make sure 


that you are open to make the kind of comments you 


want tonight.  So I'm telling you what we're out 


here doing, but we want to hear what you have to 


say, and however you want to say it.  


So I'm opening up the floor tonight.  I'm 


hoping I'm not limiting you or discouraging you.  I 


mean, I encourage you to say something.  


MR. LARRY BISS:  Larry Biss, B-I-S-S.  


What's the pay to the farmer for the 


tower and who sets that?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's a good question.  


The idea of the easement payment, the state does not 


set that.  The state will set the route, and when 


the route comes in the company will, again, they'll 


look at that 1,000 foot route, they will come and 


talk to the farmer and decide where in that 1,000 


feet is the best place to put this 150 feet.  Then 


there will be an evaluation by the company and an 


evaluation by you, or whoever you want to do your 


evaluation, and you will come to your idea of what 


you think that easement would be worth.  Keeping in 


mind that the company is not buying that land, 


they're buying an easement on that land.  So if it's 
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farmland, you'd be able to farm right up under the 


pole, whatever you'd want to do.  So there would be 


that and there would be the company's idea and you 


negotiate and hopefully come to a settlement.  


It is a process of eminent domain in case 


you can't reach agreement.  In case you're not 


satisfied with what the company offers finally.  


Then what would happen is then both of your 


positions would be taken and they would be decided 


by a three-judge panel in the eminent domain 


condemnation process.  So that would be arbitrated 


separate from the company and separate.  So they 


would be an independent group to make that decision.  


So what is the amount?  I can't say that, 


it's very specific to an individual place.  What is 


it per pole?  What happens is it's paying for an 


easement.  So whatever the linear usage of your 


property is, that's what's paid.  If you have a pole 


or if you have just not even a pole, if you have a 


section of the line where just the wire goes over, 


wherever that line is, there is a 150-foot easement 


and that's what the easement is and that's what the 


payment is based on.  


MR. MIKE REESE:  Mike Reese, R-E-E-S-E.


I think we're here visiting about the 
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environmental impact statements and, obviously, if 


anything is built there, there will be an 


environmental impact, the question is how can you 


minimize it.  


I think the way to stay away from any 


environmental impacts is not to build.  And with 


that premise in mind, the utilities went through the 


statement of need process and received the 


certificates, but that was prior to the collapse of 


the economy, and it sounds like energy is not 


required as much in the state of Minnesota, 


utilities aren't out purchasing power.  Reliability, 


then, shouldn't be a concern, and I believe the line 


was designated as needed for reliability.  


So I guess my comment is should the 


statement of need be revisited at this point in 


time, and is this line really needed.  And I think 


that from a local standpoint it could be mitigated 


if there was more of local benefits, and if it's 


reliability, that's great, we need reliability, but 


at this point in time I'm not sure if it's 


reliability anymore, it appears like it's being used 


more for generation from outside the state.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thanks.  And I can't speak 


for the Public Utilities Commission, but I can tell 
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you some of what their recent thinking has been on 


the topic.  It's an interesting question, do we 


still have need.  Some people asked that question 


very shortly after the order came out for the 


certificate of need, which was in May of 2009.  And 


they asked some of the same questions.  


If you look back at a year or so, 


electric use may not have been going at the rate 


they thought it may have been going down in some 


instances.  But the Public Utilities Commission said 


that they were looking at it on a longer term.  They 


were not -- they were not ready to change a judgment 


for a plan that they have to make that's making a 


plan to cover out to 2020, 2025, based on a 


short-term economic setback.  So who knows how big 


that is, but they were not willing to compromise a 


long-term plan based on that because, obviously, a 


long-term plan is what we're talking about.  


The reliability I believe still exists.  


But the one thing I want to add to that, which of 


course might be of interest to you, is that there 


was still the design that it should support wind.  


And, obviously, as you well know, a 345 kV line is 


not going to be tied into for wind.  But it does 


provide capacity to bring wind in from outside, but 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


7


it also does, if you beef up the reliability, if you 


beef up the system and take pressure off the 


existing interconnection types of lines, then you 


build up the capacity for wind in the entire system 


in Minnesota.  That's the thinking.  That's probably 


open to argument, but that's the thinking, and right 


now the certificate of need is in place.  


MR. STEVE WAGNER:  Steve Wagner, 


W-A-G-N-E-R.  And my comment relates to that.  


We've attended several of the public 


input meetings and we've been informed just what you 


just said, that this would free up the underlying 


transmission lines.  And Minnesota needs more of the 


underlying transmission lines, from 41.6 to 115 kV 


lines upgraded to deliver distributed generation 


that's growing here in Minnesota.  And I believe it 


was in the biennial report that the PUC, in one of 


the meetings there, it became obvious that, yeah, in 


theory it does free up the underlying transmission 


lines, but in practice, probably not.  So I think 


there should be some consideration that the 


utilities that put this line in, if we put this line 


in, we should also require that that go along with 


that so it guarantees that it does. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  So exactly what goes along 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


8


with it?  


MR. STEVE WAGNER:  The underlying 


transmission of the lines that have been -- we've 


been led to believe will be freed up, that that fact 


requires some resources and then that should happen.  


Thanks.  


MR. LARRY BISS:  Larry Biss.  


Is that an AC or a DC line?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  AC.  


MR. LARRY BISS:  AC.  How much power is 


it going to carry at max?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's a tricky question 


for capacity of megawatt coverage.  Did you want to 


shoot for an answer?  I'm not the electrical 


engineer here. 


MR. LAHR:  Yeah.  I mean, that's part of 


the need case that was decided and I don't know what 


the MVA rating of the line is at the end of the day.  


Again, that was all part of the need case, how much 


the line was going to be able to carry and all that 


was discussed through that process as they compared 


the line to generation and all that kind of stuff.  


I don't know and it wouldn't be smart for me to 


hazard a guess.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And I'm sorry, I'm not 
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able to tell you either how many megawatts is going 


to be available for wind and what exactly the 


numbers are.  It was part of that case, but it's 


part of this case in a sense as well, and we'll be 


having to find those answers to the extent we can.  


But I don't know them off the top of my head 


tonight.  


MR. LARRY BISS:  Yeah.  Larry Biss.  


I would like to make a move or a motion 


that you consider the route alongside the 


interstate, number one; the railroad, number two; 


and this one, zero, forget about it.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Which one?  Do you mean 


the blue line or the green line or what?  The green 


one is an alternate, the blue one for this area runs 


along I-94.  


MR. LARRY BISS:  I-94 corridor.  And you 


got two routes, you don't need three.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  I don't think I need 


the mike.  


Which color on the map was the freeway, 


and he had said green.  Okay.  The blue one, I got 


here late so I didn't look at any of this stuff, but 


the blue one is where?  
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The blue one is the one 


that separates at about Alexandria and heads out and 


comes through the Elbow Lake area here and heads 


west to the border on a southerly route, as opposed 


to running up through Barnesville and going west at 


that point.  


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  So you have two routes, 


I think you said, right?  I don't know where it goes 


through Elbow Lake or what.  But I'd like to make -- 


without knowing much, I'm not happy with any of this 


stuff.  And I don't think you people understand the 


value that we place on the horizons and the quality 


of life and stuff like that.  And I have two of 


these on my property, my brother has the same two, 


we're affected by four quarters, 600 acres, by this 


bologna.  We also have been asked by the watershed 


to have (inaudible) area for 1,600 acres.  


COURT REPORTER:  I'm sorry, I can't hear 


you.  


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  Okay.  I don't know.  


My overall discussion here is the demand for private 


land by public bodies.  The watershed asked for 


1,600 acres in one chunk and they got it.  It's too 


bad that it happened.  But that was to protect 


Fargo, Moorhead, Grand Forks and such, that we 
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should be interested in holding water so that they 


have some flood protection.  


I've had conversation with our rep, 


Torrey Westrom.  The amount of public bodies 


pressuring private land is increasing fast.  It's 


not just you guys.  And it's out of control.  And 


just because we are a straight line between the coal 


field and Minneapolis, is that the bottom line?  Are 


we the shortest distance between -- where is the 


power plant going to be?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  This is not a power plant 


connection, in the same sense like in the Big Stone 


plan, where there was a coal plant and the lines 


were suggested to make it interconnect.  This is not 


a single generation and distribution interconnection 


plan, this is an overall system upgrade.  


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  Okay.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Will there come coal from 


the west?  Possibly.  Wind from the west?  Possibly.  


Wind from Minnesota?  Yes.  


So from that point, go ahead.  


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  I'm not sure I 


understand that.  I'm going to ask you to explain 


that again.  Are we improving the grid?  Is that 


called improving the grid?  
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yes. 


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  Okay.  So the end of 


this power line is not a coal plant?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  No. 


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  It might be a coal 


plant, it might be a wind farm?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yes. 


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  Okay.  Anyway, front 


page of our paper this week, Fish and Wildlife 


wants, I believe it was, 9,000 acres.


MR. LARRY BISS:  They got 9,000.  They 


want 19,000.  And then after that they can still 


change their mind.  


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  Now, you understand, we 


need that for ducks, geese.  It's very important.  


You understand that, right?  You're the guy I'm 


talking to.  You know, we have gone from silly to 


the theater of the absurd.  And the overall issue is 


and what the legislature has to deal with this time 


or maybe next time is how much right does the public 


have to deteriorate at least the value or the 


perceived value of the rural landscape?  Add all 


this stuff together.  Ducks, geese, impoundments, 


electricity, add it altogether.  I'm sure there will 


be lawsuits by somebody, you know.  
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My comment for now is this would be -- it 


would be about right, the way the public respects 


the rural areas as proposed.  If this is the way you 


guys work, if this thing isn't along a right-of-way 


along a railroad or a freeway, you have just done it 


to us again.  And at that point I think there should 


be -- I'm maybe saying this to the people that are 


here tonight, but I think there should be 


resistance.  And I think there should be.  I don't 


know, have you already eliminated some routes?  I'm 


not sure I understand that part.  You know, have you 


dropped off a route or two or is this the two that 


you always had or what?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The only thing I can 


answer is it depends on the utility.  The utility 


evaluated enumerable amounts of possibilities and 


pieces of routes and they've dropped off everything 


except what remains.  That doesn't mean that's all 


that we're going to evaluate, as I talked about 


tonight.  There may be other things we bring back 


into the discussion to evaluate. 


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  Could you make 


available to all of us the reasons why those other 


routes weren't selected?  I'd like to see that.  I 


understand that wasn't you, it was the utility, you 
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said. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And it is actually 


available, it's in the application for the -- in the 


application, and I think it's in the Elbow Lake 


library, but it's in several libraries.  It's also 


available on our web site, the full volumes of the 


application and all the details on how they narrowed 


down and came to the routes that they selected is 


available in that. 


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  What's the name of your 


web site?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It's this one here 


(indicating).  That one right there.  


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  Huh.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It's on the fact sheet 


that I showed you.  Just enter that one and look for 


the Fargo line. 


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  How big a document is 


that?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Huge.  Three volumes.  But 


I think it's in an appendix or something on that 


order.  


MR. LAHR:  All the routes and all the 


route comparisons are in the application that was 


filed with the State of Minnesota.  It's available 
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at the state's web site or our web site or 


libraries.  And that will show all the segments that 


were looked at and it will show all the 


sensitivities that were found on those segments. 


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  Okay.  Since you guys 


are the proposers and we are the affected people, I 


would like you guys to make available to anybody 


that wants a summary of those findings.  I'm not 


going to go to the library and spend two hours doing 


that.  You guys are proposing this, I want a, you 


know, a skinny document that summarizes each of the 


routes that were reduced. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  There is a chapter in the 


application. 


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  So that has been 


recorded.  I signed up here and, I don't know, maybe 


nobody else is interested in that.


COURT REPORTER:  You never did identify 


yourself.  


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  I think that's true.  


Noel Kjesbo, K-J-E-S-B-O, from Wendell, Minnesota.  


I am not affected by this, as far as I 


know.  I'm three miles from it or something.  But 


I've had a belly full of this stuff.  And the issue 


is, like I said, it's the public sector demanding 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


16


private land.  And this still is America, you know, 


we're supposedly built on private land.  Private 


ownership, I should say, not so much land.  


So I think I heard you say earlier what 


the schedule of events is going to be.  My main 


reason for commenting was to say that I believe we 


should use existing right-of-ways.  You guys have 


heard all this stuff before, we don't have four roll 


planners anymore, they're now 36 roll planners, this 


kind of crap just ruins all of that stuff.  The 


equipment is much larger and I don't think probably 


you guys care, I don't think probably the state 


cares, you know.  Our representative cares, but I 


don't know what he can do with it.  


So if you would send us or make available 


to us the summary of those comments, that's really 


all I need for tonight. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  


MR. CARL LINDQUIST:  Carl Lindquist, 


L-I-N-D-Q-U-I-S-T.  


I'm affected in Alexandria by both the 


primary and the secondary route.  It looks like the 


secondary route runs from the Garfield exit, 114, is 


the county road, I think it heads south to Highway 


27 and then up 27 to where it meets the intersection 
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by the first Alex exit, exit 100.  I'm affected by 


it either way it goes.  Personally I'd prefer that 


it went the primary route, which is the green route, 


I believe.  And that's all I have to say.  


MR. VIRGIL FUCHS:  Virgil Fuchs, 


F-U-C-H-S.  And nice to see you, Noel, it's been a 


long time.  We were into this thing about 30 years 


ago, 35 years ago, and I'm glad to see you here.  


I'd like to talk about, first of all, the 


environmental impact statement, which will be thrown 


out at us.  And if you don't -- if you have a 


cemetery on your land, you'll be eliminated.  If you 


have DNR land on your land or next to your land.  In 


fact, if you have DNR land next to your land, it's 


really bad, because when the utility comes up to the 


DNR land, the DNR will tell the farmer, if you don't 


let us go over your land, we're going to -- in one 


case close to Sauk Centre, they told the farmer that 


you don't leave the power line go over your land, 


we're going to close off this ditch and your whole 


land will be flooded.  So I can take you right over 


to the farm where that happened.  It was west of 


Sauk Centre, it was on a 800,000 volt DC line.  


So you don't have a cemetery, you don't 


have DNR land, but if you have that duck slue over 
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there that that watershed wants to give you, that 


would be an avoidance area.  That would be great, 


that would be the way to do it.  You don't have to 


farm it anymore either.  


Then there was a question about 


compensation.  First of all, remember, never, never 


sign an easement.  In my particular case, they 


offered $700 a tower.  Now, you guys go ahead and 


figure this out.  What we got paid through 


condemnation was $29,000 for one-half mile for half 


the line.  It was on the line fence, 1,200 and 


something -- no, it was 2,500 feet, a half mile, and 


it was $29,000.  We went through the court system, 


we got the three-judge panel, but you failed to 


mention that you can go appeal it and take it to the 


courts.  


I will personally, anybody that wants to 


appeal it, bring you 150 farmers that will testify 


of the hazards that we've gone through on our DC 


line.  I personally have developed allergies.  My 


allergy doctor tells me I haven't got any immune 


system left.  My allergy doctor, right here in this 


report, tells me that I'm supposed to avoid 


cigarette smoke, that really bothers me, and ionized 


electricity.  We're seeing things like they're 
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putting ionized electrical air cleaners in your 


furnace now.  What the hell was it?  I don't know.  


They wanted to give me one of them and I said, no, I 


don't need an ionized electrical air system in my 


house.  


So when I worked under this, that we have 


that 800,000 volt line, they call it a 400,000 volt 


line, but it's 400,000 on this side of the line and 


400,000 on that side of the line.  One side is 


positive, one side is negative.  The AC line will 


come out and zap you.  A DC line has to follow the 


circle.  You got to be a positive and a negative.  


The AC line is direct current, it doesn't need that.  


So I'm not going to take up a whole lot 


of time, but on our line 30-some years ago, there 


was a court reporter just like you and taking tape 


recordings, and then when the State of Minnesota 


drew up the final report, they took out one-third of 


the testimony of the farmers, and only the parts 


pertaining to how does it affect my health, my 


cattle barn is here, these parts were taken out.  We 


went to court on this thing.  I wanted the original, 


people that filed that into court.  We stopped it 


for two years at that time, and the final judgment 


was the judges said, well, we have spent so much 
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money on this line, you guys are right, they broke 


the law, these guys broke the law, didn't keep a 


full record, which was the law at that time, to keep 


a full record, but they have spent so much money 


we're going to let them go forward with this thing.  


That was the final.  And I have all the documents at 


home.  I'm not telling you anything here that's not 


true.  That's what we went through at that time.  


Now, another thing.  Well, this thing is 


getting juggled around just like that line was.  


First they had a preferred route, then they come 


along with an alternate route.  Guess who got the 


line?  The alternate route.  Because you thought it 


was going to be the preferred route.  This isn't a 


true, fair process.  The preferred route had all 


this time to discuss why we don't want it here.  Now 


you're going to come along and you got one month's 


time to tell them why you don't want it.  That's the 


way the process worked then, and I see no reason it 


doesn't work now.  


I was on the citizens evaluation 


committee for the EQB.  I was nominated by my 


senator in our area to be on this committee, so I 


know how the process works and I know how the 


environmental statement works.  If you don't have 
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any impacts or a cemetery or any of these things on 


your land, then, hey, you've got to have nice, clear 


land, though, it's got to be nice and cleared off, 


no trees or rocks or anything so they can build the 


power line through there, it's a little better that 


way.  I'm going to leave a little time for somebody 


else here.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  


MR. CARL LINDQUIST:  Carl Lindquist, 


L-I-N-D-Q-U-I-S-T.  


The question is what is wrong with the 


old line?  Why can't we just build down the old 


line, put the new poles up, and make both -- so you 


would have both lines down the same line and use the 


old route and that way you don't have to re-deal 


with all these new easements and fixing all this 


over again and creating a whole nother skyline of 


wires?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Just quickly before you 


go, what do you mean by the old line?  


MR. CARL LINDQUIST:  The line that runs 


through our other piece of land, it's from another 


electrical line. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  Darrin.  


MR. LAHR:  The old lines that are in 
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place now are already at capacity and we're looking 


to add more capacity.  So removing those and putting 


in new ones in its place really won't serve the 


purpose.  The right-of-ways also on the existing 115 


lines and stuff aren't as large as what are 


necessary for the 345 line.  We do look at those for 


potential to parallel next to, to see if we could go 


right next to an existing transmission line 


right-of-way, and we went through our routing 


process and what we found is that the interstate was 


a better route when looking at the other line 


right-of-ways that were available to us.  Again, 


it's all in the comparisons that were done, all of 


the different right-of-ways that were reviewed 


through this process.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And just let me add that 


that answers what their thinking was.  That doesn't 


mean that you who are in this process, you can't add 


that as a suggestion as an alternative that we 


should evaluate. 


MR. CARL LINDQUIST:  Just improve the 


existing line so that instead of running one line 


now, why not run the old line to the new capacity, 


and run the new line right along the side of it.  So 


then you're utilizing both arms of it, and you're 
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not encompassing all this other new land.  Just use 


the existing easement, use new lines, new poles, new 


everything, and use the existing, what's already 


there.  


MR. ROLAND JURGENS:  Roland Jurgens, 


J-U-R-G-E-N-S, last name.  


And I guess I'm going to make a comment 


here.  I don't know if any of you guys are 


interested in economic development or wind energy or 


renewable energy, but I will say this as a comment.  


Right now, with what's happening in our 


transmission system, we are full.  And there are 


projects this week that withdrew their applications 


to the state, the PUC, for a 100 megawatt wind 


project because of the transmission upgrade costs.  


I have no affiliation with that project, but I'm 


just telling you what's going on here.  


Without development or projects like 


this, we are going to see no more wind energy 


development in this part of the state.  I don't 


know, maybe that's what everybody wants.  I don't 


know.  But that's the realistic of what's happening 


here.  We have to have more transmission.  We just 


do.  There is no way we can -- now, what this 


gentleman just said about utilizing existing 
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corridors makes a lot of sense.  Is it maybe more 


expensive?  Maybe it is.  But we need to look at 


some innovative ideas and come up with some 


practical common sense solutions to these things.  


But I can tell you right now, the 


projects are going to go away.  And that's just the 


reality of it.  So if you ever wanted to have wind 


turbines out here generating energy, which also 


delivers money to our rural economy, which makes 


people be able to have more money to spend at the 


car dealership or at a hardware store or whatever, 


we need to have these things.  


So that's my comment.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  


MR. LARRY BISS:  Will that electrical 


line affect my health or my pacemaker or the 


electronics on my combine or tractor?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, all good questions.  


Will it affect your health.  The main question that 


people typically mean when they ask will it affect 


my health is the question of magnetic fields from 


the line.  And what I can say in this fact gathering 


is that the reports we've studied to date haven't 


found that.  But we're not saying tonight without 


further study anything definitive.  In other words, 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


25


in this EIS we'll re-ask the question and we're 


going to go back out and find out if there's any new 


science, if there's any reliable sources that are 


saying otherwise, and then make assessments to that 


point.  


Pacemakers, an electric field can impact 


a pacemaker, it depends.  We talked to Medtronics 


and Guidant and others like that.  They say, and I 


don't know the particular reference, the phasing of 


it or whatever, but it depends on some of their 


oldest products are problematic, that they can cause 


a skip or some kind of thing if you're directly 


under the line.  Their commenting is that all it 


takes is to move away from under the line.  But the 


new ones that they've developed, the new multi 


phase, the Medtronics and the companies say it does 


not affect that, that the electric fields would not 


affect their function.  So that's where we are on 


that.  


The interesting question on the GPS.  We 


had that question come up the other day as well, and 


a gentleman was expressing how he was under the 


lines and what he was working under was affecting 


his GPS.  Now, that we need to look at.  Is that a 


problem with the design of the lines, is it a 
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problem with that particular line.  Because I don't 


suppose you would be doing an automatic pilot 


underneath the transmission line anyway, but yes, 


you want to make sure that those things are 


functioning, that's what you bought them for and 


that's what they're designed for.  So that's a 


really interesting question and we'll look into that 


question further. 


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  Noel Kjesbo again from 


Wendell.  


Could you give us an idea of why AC, and 


what the range of the power might be?  Could you 


give us a min, max of what it would be carrying?  


And then why AC?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I think Darrin and I were 


debating whether we had a really good answer for the 


amount of power that would be carried at any given 


time.  The why AC is fairly clear.  Because this is 


not a point A to point B loop.  This is not 


delivering from one place to another.  This needs to 


stop in Fargo, it needs to stop in Alexandria at a 


substation, it needs to build a new substation in 


St. Cloud, and it needs to build up a substation in 


Monticello.  That's part of the overall design.  


That needs to be done with an AC line.  
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MR. NOEL KJESBO:  Noel Kjesbo again from 


Wendell.  


You're saying that these -- the needs, 


the stops in Fargo and Alexandria, whatever the rest 


of them were, are they to pick up -- or to supply 


power into the line or are they demand centers for 


the juice in the line.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Demand centers.


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  Okay.


COURT REPORTER:  Remember, Mr. Birkholz, 


if you want it on the record, to speak up.


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I answered the gentleman, 


demand centers.  


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  I don't know why she's 


smiling. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  She's laughing at me not 


speaking up. 


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  But as I understand it, 


they're all on 94.  


Okay.  Has DOT forced you into not 


routing it on 94?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Do you want me to address 


that?  Are you done?  


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  Well, no, it depends on 


how you answer.  
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, I can answer a very 


complex question fairly simply and then try to 


explain a little more.  The real simple answer is 


no, they're not forcing us not to go along 94.


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  So it's still open?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Exactly right.  And it's 


an excellent question, and it's not only asked in 


this instance, it's asked in several other cases 


that are going on right now, including Brookings to 


Hampton down in southwest Minnesota.  In fact, that 


case is a little further along and they've actually 


been addressing that question in actual public 


hearings.  They've gone through the environmental 


review part and they're up to that stage.  


We at the Office of Energy Security have 


been discussing it with MnDOT for quite awhile.  


They have their issues about their policies and 


procedures, of protecting the right-of-way, 


protecting the safety of transportation and their 


maintenance of it.  They also, with their policies 


and procedures, answer to the Federal Highway 


Commission.  But perfectly honest discussions that 


look very iffy in the beginning have really opened 


up a lot.  


And what we're trying to decide is in 
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what instances does it really make sense, that it's 


really a problem.  If it's really a problem, what 


are those problems, what can we do to mitigate it 


without moving the line all the way out into private 


landowner space, instead of trying to occupy some of 


the same space as the road right-of-way does.  So 


the real simple answer is yes, it's still open, it's 


definitely an alternative, and it's still the 


company's preferred alternative.


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  Noel Kjesbo from 


Wendell again.  


Do you have a feel for how much cheaper 


that might be than the alternative route?  It would 


seem to me like it would be cheaper.  I mean, it's a 


straight shot, right.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yes.  I think the company 


has mentioned this more than a couple times along 


the line, so I think I can answer this fairly 


closely.  But the line, the blue line, the 


alternate, is shorter, but it does take a lot of 


turns.  Because, again, they're trying to make sure 


that don't go down cutting across prime farmland.  


They want to go along section lines, property lines, 


that kind of thing.  So it takes a lot of jogs and a 


lot of turns.  Most corner pieces, those kind of 
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designs are very expensive to do.  The blue line is 


shorter than the green line, but actually costs 


about 60 million more for the total project.  


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  How many miles would 


that be?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  How many miles is it?  I 


think the one is 180 and the other is about 160.  


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  Could you help me 


understand that as a percentage?  What would that 


be?  Ten percent, 20, 30, of the cost?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I would have to pull out 


my calculator.  What is the total project cost on 


the -- 


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  For the transmission -- 


yeah, right.  


MR. LAHR:  We'll have to dig out an 


application.  It is a $60 million difference in 


roughly the $300 million for the preferred, versus 


the 360, or whatever it is, for the alternate. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's about right. 


MR. LAHR:  But it is all in the 


application.  


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  I think we'd all 


appreciate understanding that.  If you could send us 


some kind of summary of that, you know, the pluses 
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and the minuses of the costs of each route.  


I'll tell you what we ran into.  I'll 


tell you what's important for me anyway, is we 


learned -- remember, I was talking earlier about the 


public demands for real estate, DNR, Fish and 


Wildlife, power companies, watershed, maybe I've 


forgotten some.


MR. LARRY BISS:  Pipelines.


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  Pipelines.  Yeah.  We 


had a case in my township where we have this 1,600 


acres that we lost -- 


COURT REPORTER:  I'm sorry, the mike 


died.


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  We ran into a situation 


where our county commissioners were on our side for 


the most part, but the problem turned out to be not 


so much the watershed, although they were a problem, 


the problem was DNR and Fish and Wildlife, 'cause 


there were areas, rivers and some, what I would call 


sloughs, or very pitiful lakes, some of them, that 


could have held water.  And those two public 


agencies said, oh, no, you don't.  What was left?  


Farmland.  


That's why we would appreciate for once a 


public agency, in this case I guess you guys are 







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


32


representing a public agency, Xcel is a public 


traded company, we would appreciate not being the 


easiest pin cushion.  You know what I mean?  And I 


don't know if DNR has gotten worse or better to deal 


with, or Fish and Wildlife, I don't know those 


things, but it was very frustrating because we ran 


into ourselves, is what happened.  Those two 


agencies said no way and that left the watershed 


really no choice.  And there was some logical spots.  


Interesting.  


Now, I should say something here.  In the 


interim, the watersheds have proposed some things 


that Fish and Wildlife and DNR killed years ago.  


Now they're proposing those areas.  And so I think 


it's a result of the watershed -- of the board of 


managers being directed by farmers who sit on the 


board, right?  And they've been, I suppose, stomping 


their feet and yelling all these years, we got beat 


earlier, now why don't we go back in and see if we 


can hold some water in some places that are already 


shot.  That you can't grow corn on, you can't grow 


beans on, they're there.  So I should say that the 


watershed agency, in our case, is trying to 


represent the private sector in this struggle of 


public -- of, say, two public bodies running over 
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the private sector.  


I think that's maybe all I wanted to say.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  And I want to make 


sure you understand that with our agency, it is in 


the hands of state review right now.  It's in the 


Office of Energy Security as a state agency and 


we're reviewing for the Public Utilities Commission 


which is a state agency.  And we, by law, are 


required, as we go along with our review, to 


coordinate and connect with DNR and MnDOT, other 


impacted agencies.  So all of those things are 


ironed out in the process so they don't crop up 


later.  That is an aside.  


The one other thing I can add, they are 


your comments, but additionally add that we will 


definitely, in the environmental impact statement, 


when we lay out all those alternatives, cost will 


definitely be one of the impacts and we will lay 


out, when this is all put together, how much is this 


one going to cost.  That may or may not be a 


determining factor, because it's surely not going to 


be the only factor.  There will be other things to 


weigh.  But we will definitely give you those costs.  


MR. VIRGIL FUCHS:  Virgil Fuchs.  


What percentage of the response we've had 
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previously suggested utilizing existing 


right-of-way, which would be the I-94?  I understand 


the public opinion is to utilize existing 


right-of-way, being the I-94.  Can you give me a 


percentage of response?  I understand it's quite 


high suggesting using the I-94.  


Then the second part would be that the 


energy right now being proposed from Monticello to 


St. Cloud, which direction is that flowing?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I can answer both of those 


questions.  I have to keep repeating it until I 


remember what the first question was.  


MR. VIRGIL FUCHS:  I want to know what 


percentage of the responses favored utilizing I-94.  


My son, which is an electrical engineer, has been 


watching it a little bit and he's telling me that 


it's real high favoring the I-94. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  I've got that 


question now.  Thanks for the question.  Maybe 


Darrin would answer that and he could answer 


somewhere and probably of the line.  But my reason 


for my answer of it is it's not a numbers game, it's 


not how many people can we get to say this is the 


way we want it or you can go out and get more 


petitions or not.  The real answer in my book is do 
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we get all the alternatives on the table that need 


to be addressed and do we ask the right questions 


about each of the alternatives.  That's what it's 


really about.  


The other question is, on the line, which 


way does the electricity go.  Typically, and 


commonly there's a predominant flow, and I believe 


that's from west to east.  The line, depending on if 


it's Monticello to St. Cloud, may be feeding power 


to there.  The whole point is on this line power can 


go any way because it's all maintained by the 


Midwest Independent System Operator, so wherever 


demand is and wherever generation is picked up by 


that master control center is where electricity 


flows.  So it flows from pole by demand, pole from 


generation.  So it can go any way on the grid over 


any line.  So that's how it works, bottom line.  


MR. VIRGIL FUCHS:  Virgil Fuchs.  


As long as I've got the opportunity to 


actually testify to what happened to our dairy farm 


when the DC line was energized, there was a number 


of years they were testing it, but in 1981 we lost 


25 percent of our milk cows in one year.  And we 


hauled them down to the University, we had vets out 


there.  My wife is here.  We went through quite a 
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struggle the first years.  Then the utilities put on 


an isolator, that helped a little bit, but we could 


tell when they were testing that line, when you'd 


walk in between the cows, they'd be jumping, 


irritated.  Just like most of the people were, if 


you remember that time, if you're old enough to 


know, we went through quite a struggle during that 


time.  


A lot of the dairy farms, I can take you 


out there, they're vacant at this time.  There's no 


dairy farms there at all anymore, and that is kind 


of the trend.  We sold our milk cows in 1989.  That 


would be like seven years after.  We were losing 


money, we have to sell them, we've got to quit.  So 


this is my chance to tell you what we've gone 


through in the past with the DC line.  And I will 


never forget that.  


In fact, I've got five children.  We have 


five children.  And I said, you know what, you guys, 


you're going to go to school, you're not going to be 


farmers.  Oh, Dad, we like this.  Okay.  No, I said, 


the next time I'm going to a meeting you're going to 


sit on the other side of the table and you're not 


going to be on this side of the table as a farmer.  


I've got one electrical engineer, I've got an eye 
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doctor, a medical technologist, we've got a land use 


coordinator in our family, and social workers, okay.  


And so that's what I told my kids.  No, you guys 


aren't going to be farmers, I'm not going to have 


you go through what we went through in our 


situation.  So that is -- I want that in the record 


and I'm going to check to see if it's going to be 


there.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  Yeah.  I remember that 


dairy cow business.  They were trying to measure all 


that stuff.  


I got a question.  Since this is not 


going to be at a generating plant, it's not going to 


originate at a generating plant, I think somebody 


said it's going to originate in Fargo, right?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  This particular section, 


this plan runs from Fargo to Monticello. 


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  So what are we doing 


along the way?  We're not feeding it like coal, 


what's going on here?  Is it those cities along 94 


that have power now, is this an equalizing -- demand 


equalizing strategy, or exactly what -- there must 


be something I'm not getting here. 


MR. LAHR:  We're proposing to build a 
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substation about seven miles west of Fargo on an 


existing 345 line that's up there.  It'll come down 


and interconnect with an existing 345 line that 


terminates at the Monticello nuclear plant.  That 


345 system is actually -- I'm going to draw 


imaginary boxes in the air here, but there's a big 


345 loop, if you will, that goes through the Dakotas 


and through into Minnesota and there's a hole in it 


that is between the Fargo area and the Monticello 


area.  And this is completing a 345 loop through the 


region.  


So what it's doing is it's tapping into 


the existing generating plants, they all feed into 


that system.  The way I would -- the analogy I would 


use is if you had a house that had four different 


wells pumping into your plumbing system, and you 


opened the faucet in the bathroom, which well is 


supplying the water to the bathroom?  You don't 


really know.  It's all pressurizing the system and 


they're all flowing that way.  The electric system 


is somewhat like that.  So we have outlets in the 


Alexandria area that helps support the load in that 


area, we have outlets in St. Cloud to help support 


the load in that area, you have a good source at the 


Monticello end to help feed this line in both 
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directions.  So the electricity is going to go where 


the demand is.  Since it's AC it moves back and 


forth, unlike DC, which is basically a pipe.  It has 


an in, it doesn't interconnect with anything, and it 


has an out, so it only has two ends.


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  That's very good, 


actually.  That's a good description.  Is Monticello 


going through an expansion?  Do they have more to 


sell now?  


MR. LAHR:  The question was does 


Monticello have more energy to sell or are they 


going through an expansion.  And it's not that they 


have more energy to sell.  Yes, it is being expanded 


and uprated to provide more power, but it's just 


another web on the system to provide energy.  


There's going to be lots of people who are going to 


get on this.  Earlier David used the analogy of it's 


sort of like I-94.  We don't really control the 


trucks that get on I-94, but we provide the highway.  


We're not going to control what generation gets on 


the transmission line, but there's going to be 


generation getting on that transmission line.  Does 


that help? 


MR. LARRY BISS:  Your companies want to 


make lots and lots of money at the expense of the 
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farmer.  That hasn't changed, has it?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I guess I'll just leave 


that as a rhetorical statement.  The company spends 


lots and lots of money to do this and the end user 


uses it, the end user pays for it.


MR. LARRY BISS:  They want 18 to 33 


percent return on investment.  


Question.  The power goes to Fargo, how 


does it get to Fargo, where does it come from?  


Canada or western Dakota?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, I think we've been 


saying in this discussion that the power can come 


from any source, it can go any way on the system and 


it comes from any source, any large number of 


sources.  


MR. LARRY BISS:  (Inaudible.)


COURT REPORTER:  I can't hear.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  He said does the line 


continue on to Grand Forks.  Actually, yeah, in the 


entire Midwest Independent System, operator system, 


and again, I'm not an electrical engineer so I can't 


give you the final word on this, but it's all one 


giant grid.  Now, we're building here -- we're 


building, now even I'm saying it.  Xcel Energy is 


building the segment between here to accomplish the 
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things that we've talked about here tonight they 


said in the certificate of need process.  But, yes, 


it's all one giant grid, so this is just one small 


part of it.  


We have just a couple more comments here.  


MR. NOEL KJESBO:  I'm going to go home 


probably after this one, but I think most of us, we 


have to trust in the market at some point, and if 


there is demand, if our grid in America is not very 


good, if it isn't up to date, I think most of us 


have to support making that more secure, right?  You 


can make us happy, at least in my mind, I don't know 


about everybody else, you can make us happy by not 


tromping over farmland.  The farmland gets a shot 


here, and that means railroad right-of-way and that 


means I-94.  


I know that our grid system here a few 


years ago was said to be very inefficient.  Wasn't 


that when California was having their trouble?  Or I 


don't know when it was.  But it wasn't very 


efficient and it needed upgrading.  And, I mean, I'm 


an American, I've got to appreciate that.  


But my message is you guys can help us by 


doing this in a way that farmland isn't considered a 


dirty cousin, or something like that.  I think you 
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can make us more of a supportive part of the 


community by doing something like that.  Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thanks for your comments.


MR. VIRGIL FUCHS:  Virgil Fuchs.  


Xcel Energy knows how many people 


responded to the I-94 corridor and they're not 


telling us.  You do know what percentage of the 


responses were.  What were they?  That people 


favored sticking with existing right-of-way along 


94.  Do you know?  I know you know it.  You didn't 


want to tell us, though. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  No, no.


MR. VIRGIL FUCHS:  Or you didn't want to 


tell us. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I'll let Darrin answer the 


question, and I told you why I didn't want to tell 


you.  But if you need to have that answer -- 


MR. VIRGIL FUCHS:  You said it wasn't a 


numbers issue.  I was on the citizens evaluation 


committee on the other line and we went up and down 


all the different lines and counted people.  So it's 


not a numbers issue, but we counted with, oh, these 


people and these people here, why should they even 


bother one person if it bothers 100 people?  If it's 


going to bother a lot of people, it still bothers 
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one person, if that's you or me. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  I'll let 


Darrin give the answer. 


MR. LAHR:  Thank you.  I just want it 


clear for the record that I didn't refuse to answer 


Virgil's question, David took the microphone from me 


and answered it.  


Virgil, yes, we actually looked at all 


the comments that we got through that process that 


we did at the head end of this.  And of all the 


comments we received, there was about 20 to 30 


percent, and I can get you the actual number that we 


had, that said directly put it on I-94.  


Now, there were also lots of people who 


said follow existing road rights-of-way.  So things 


that didn't say put it on 94, but were in a similar 


tone or a similar vein that would drive that 


percentage up.  It seems low when you think about 


how often we'd get the comment that you should just 


stick it on I-94, but when we went through the 


written comments and the e-mails, like I say, ones 


that just said put it on I-94 were in the 20 to 30 


percent range, but I'll get you the actuals.


MR. VIRGIL FUCHS:  Would that be more 


economical?  You already have a right-of-way, you 
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can utilize existing right-of-ways. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yep.  That's a legitimate 


question.  And that's part of what we said.  Again, 


when we lay out all these alternatives, yeah, what's 


going to be the cost of using an existing 


right-of-way, how many residences are affected.  


It's not a numbers game but, yes, those kind of 


numbers count.  It's not a vote, is probably the 


word I should have used.  But it is an issue of 


evaluating how many people it's going to impact and 


how high a level of impact that's going to be.  


So I think we're going to wrap up, unless 


anybody else has something to say on the record 


tonight, but of course we have the public comment 


period open by paper through the 12th.  Does anyone 


have anything else they want to add?  


I thank you for your comments.  It's 


helpful to us, it really is.  Thank you.  


(Meeting concluded at 8:06 p.m.)





