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Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Peisenschenk@aol.com


Sent: Monday, October 12, 2009 11:31 AM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: Fargo to St. Cloud CapX2020
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Greetings David, 
  
My name is Paul Eisenschenk.  I am the owner of Wobegon Development Group, Inc.  We partner with land 
owners who own land, are unfamiliar with the development process, and wish to develop their land. 
  
We recently completed such a partnership project with Joseph and Janel Schiffler in the NE corner of Section 3 
in Albany Township.  It took us over 1 1/2 years to get through the permitting process.  The seven lot plat 
named "Trestle Ridge Two" ("Trestle Ridge" was a one lot plat, eight total) was recorded at Stearns County late 
this summer.  We are nearing completion of the road and lot improvements. 
  
We have invested an enormous amount of time, effort and money into this residential real estate development.  
We have the potential and fully intend to develop up to seven more lots as "Trestle Ridge Phase III". 
  
The Scifflers and us are extremely opposed to your "Preferred Route" for routing the CapX2020 345 kv 
transmission line east and west on 380th Street (the Albany/Krain Township line) and north and south on 
County Road 10.  This line would be less than 1/4 mile from our new lots on both the north and east.  We 
believe the existence of the transmission line would materially affect the value of our lots.  We believe the 
existence of such transmission lines would cause unwanted visually pollution and are concerned about the 
risks of stray voltage and other health hazards to a densely populated rural development. 
  
I have been very involved with developing property in and around Albany, MN.  I have worked closely with the 
City of Albany, Albany Township, and Stearns County.  In working with each local government, it is my belief 
that any future residential growth in the area will occur primarily on the north side of Interstate 94.  I have been 
contacted by at least one additional land owner interested in developing their rural property with proximity of 
your Preferred Route. 
  
We are extremely opposed to "Preferred Route" north of Albany as it exists today.  We will do everything within 
our powers to block this from becoming the "Approved Route".   
  
Please re-route the CapX2020 transmission line to an area where it won't negatively affect the future growth of 
the Albany community.  "Alternate Route A" seems more sensible to me. 
  
Please keep me informed of all future meetings, opportunities for input, and decisions regarding the CapX2020 
route through this area. 
  
Thank you, 
  
Paul G. Eisenschenk 
President - Wobegon Development Group, Inc. 








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: T S [elkschwalbe@aol.com]


Sent: Monday, February 08, 2010 3:10 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: CAPX2020 Request for Review
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Mr. Birkholz, 
 
In the CAPX2020 area from Freeport/Melrose to South St. 
Cloud, please consider the inclusion of Interstate 94 as an 
alternate route, with slight detours and possible short-distance 
undergrounding in high population density or problematic 
areas. 


 
We farm in Avon township and would be greatly negatively 
impacted by this project if it goes through as currently 
proposed.  We have considerable wildlife in the area that 


would be negatively impacted as well.  Animal habitat such as 
the snapping turtles that migrate across the road (360th) from 
pond to lake would be severely impacted and/or 


killed off, as well as negatively impacting deer habitat.  As a 
landowner, the power line poles would cause a burden in 
terms of farming around them, as well as one going 


directly over our home or in our yard which makes it tempting 
for small kids to explore.  


 
The 94 corridor proposal above makes much more sense as 
it's an established route, clear of woods already, serves as a 
corridor to allow further 


growth and enhancements for power, and doesn't cause 
nearly the hardship as there would not be people and animals 
living directly below a power line as it's an already 


established route. 


 







Thank you for your consideration, 


 
Tony & Nancy Schwalbe 


17474 360th St. 


Avon, MN 56310 


= 
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Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: stevelisa9@aol.com


Sent: Wednesday, December 09, 2009 11:25 AM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: capx2020
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I'm writing to you about the capX project.(Fargo to St.cloud)  I have great concern about the first choice route.  I 
see it exits I94 and comes through our rural tranquil community.  I'm wondering why it comes off I94.  Is it 
because it's cheaper to do the route off the I94 in the Avon area or is it impossible to go through the area where 
there is a lake on both sides of the road? Does it save money to detour the lakes and St.johns and break away 


from the existing corridor?  Lisa Schwalbe 








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Peisenschenk@aol.com


Sent: Sunday, January 31, 2010 10:44 AM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: Fwd: CapX2020 Route
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From: Peisenschenk@aol.com 
To: rep.larry.hosch@house.mn 
Sent: 1/31/2010 10:42:56 A.M. Central Standard Time 
Subj: CapX2020 Route 
  
Hi Larry, 
  
After more than a year and a half of navigating through the Albany Township and Stearns County 
ordinances we finally received Final Plat approval for a rural, 7 lot "Cluster Development" named 
Trestle Ridge Two.  Trestle Ridge Two is located in Albany Township on the Northeast quarter of 
Section 3, just south of 380th Street and just west of Stearns County Road 10.  This was a joint project 
with myself serving as the developer for the landowners, Joseph and Janel Schiffler.  The Schiffler's 
spent upwards of $200,000 on platting and improving this property.  The improvements were 
completed at the end of this last work season.  There is a good likelihood of adding 7 more lots to the 
development pending the final rulings of the transfer of development rights for landowners by Stearns 
County Environmental Services and the Stearns County Commission. 
  
Last fall, I had received notice of a proposed utility infrastructure project, a 345 kV "transmission line" 
spearheaded by XCel Energy, named CapX 2020.  The "preferred route" of the line running from 
Fargo to St. Stephen deviates from Interstate 94 in the Freeport area and runs along 380th Street 
and Stearns County Road 10.  This places the stray voltage leaching, unsightly transmission line 
within 1/2 mile to the north and 1/4 mile to the east of our new development.   
  
We oppose the plan to place overhead transmission lines along 380th Street and Stearns County 
Road 10.  We are concerned about the financial impact this project would have on our development.  
Collectively we have invested a lot of time, effort and money into developing Trestle Ridge Two.  We 
are also with the health risks posed to humans and to the Joe Schiffler families' dairy cattle by the 
potenial stray voltage.  Joe and his family have a large dairy just north of 380th Street. 
  
A recent article titled "High voltage power lines like CapX2020 pose health risks" appeared in the 
St. Joseph Newsleader.  It was written by David O. Carpenter, MD, Director of the Institute for Health 
and the Environment University of Albany, State University of New York.  In the article Dr. Carpenter 
states "There is definitive scientific evidence that exposure to magnetic fields from power lines 
greater than four millegauss (a level significantly less than what is expected to occur near this 
proposed (CapX2020) power line) is associated with an elevated risk of childhood leukemia.  
Some scientific research indicates an elevated risk at levels of two millegaus.  A home not near a 
power line will usually have a level of less than one millegaus." 
  
"Scientific evidence also links magnetic field exposure to cancer in adults adults as well, 
particularly leukemia and brain cancer.  There's strong evidence that lifetime exposure to magnetic 
fields  above 2 mellegaus is associated with an increased risk of neurodegenerative diseases in 
adults, including Alzheimer's disease and ALS (Lou Gehrig's disease)." 
  
The article concludes "Based on this scientific evidence, I would make these public health 
recommendations." 







  
"Information should be publicly available regarding the calculated magnetic field strength from a power 
line at various distances.  In many locations along the route, magnetic fields from the CapX2020 power 
lines will exceed levels that create health risks, particularly over time as more electric power is used."  
It is important to point out that the 345 kv transmission line is being designed to double it's initial 
capacity in the future, bringing the amount of electricity flowing thru these lines upwards of 700 kV. 
  
Dr. Carpenter goes on to recommend, "High-voltage lines should be routed to prevent power-power 
line magnetic fields in homes from exceeding four millegauss.  Every effort should also be made to 
avoid long-term exposure to magnetic fields above two millegauss." 
  
"Public health precaution also suggests high-voltage lines be located as far as possible from homes, 
schools, playgrounds and child-care facilities.  In areas of dense population where routing away from 
homes and other sensitive uses is not possible, power lines should be placed underground in such a 
way as to reduce human health impacts." 
  
In summary, there is strong scientific evidence that exposure to magnetic fields exceeding four 
millegaus is associated with increased risks of childhood leukemia, adult brain cancer, adult 
leukemia, Alzheimer's disease and ALS or Lou Gehrig's disease. 
  
As a real estate developer, I have first-hand knowledge of how any proposed project is affected by it's 
potential impact to the environment.  I have seen projects halted because of the presence of 
endangered butterflies and small plants.  I also understand that effort was made to route the 
CapX2020 line around the unique "St. Wendell Bog."   
  
Please re-read the last two paragraphs.   
  
It seems we are giving plants and small animals more protection than we are receiving as human 
beings.  I am not advocating we give plants and animals less protection, I am advocating we give 
human beings more protection. 
  
On January 20 I attended a CapX2020 informational meeting in Melrose.  David Birkholz who is an 
impartial agent gathering information, both for and against the project that will be submitted to the 
Minnesota Public Utilities Commission (PUC), and Darren Lahr, XCel Energy representative were at 
the meeting.  I believe I have identified there roles correctly, but apologize if I'm off a little bit. 
  
At that meeting I stated that I think XCel Energy and the other utilities that are part of this project have 
a social responsibility of protecting, at least not harming, human beings and animals along the project 
route.  When asked what the barrier was to putting the transmission line underground, Mr. Lahr stated 
that the cost is roughly seven to ten times that of going overhead.  I then asked Mr. Birkholz and Mr. 
Lahr if XCel Energy had applied for any of the Federal Stimulus Funds that are being made available to 
help upgrade our countries infractures.   My suggestion is to route the CapX2020 overhead along 
Interstate 94, and in areas where barriers to going overhead exist, use some of the Federal Stimulus 
money to off-set the cost of going underground in the highway corridor, or underground when the route 
deviates from the highway corridor.  Mr. Lahr responded that no effort was made to obtain Stimulus 
Funds.  I went on to say the say the added costs associated with underground installation should be 
assigned to the benefiting parties.  This is how improvement costs are allocated when I improve real 
estate.  We, the people of Stearns County should not be allocated the costs in increased health risks 
for a project that provides us with absolutely no benefit.  This is a line used to "transmit energy" from 
North Dakota to Minneapolis, and beyond. 
  
It was explained to us at the meeting that if the power lines are put underground, there would be 
significant trenching.  Also, the power lines would have to be installed in a concrete conduit filled with 
a fluid to "cool" the lines as significant heat is generated from transmission.  I stated that I thought this 
would be a wonderful economic project for the area.  I know of many local excavating contractors 
whose business has slowed considerably as a result of the housing slow-down.  I am sure they would 
love to have the trenching work.  I also think that the new Well's Concrete plant in Albany would be 
capable of producing the necessary concrete conduits.  This would be another positive economic 
impact on the area, just what the Stimulus Funds are designed for. 
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In summary, placing the utilities underground when not possible to go overhead in the I-94 corridor 
would: 
  
        1.  Minimize the health risk to human beings and farm animals,         
         
        2.  Created jobs for local contractors and businesses,- 
  
        3.  With the use of Federal Stimulus dollars, reduce the costs to XCel and other participating 
utilities, and 
  
        4.  Assign any increased costs to the benefiting parties through higher rates. 
  
Larry, I believe XCel Energy has the responsibility to cause no harm to the citizens and farm animals in 
Stearns County.  I don't believe cost should be a factor in compromising our safety.  I know from 
experience that costs are allocated to the "benefiting parties".  In this case, since this is a transmission 
line, the benefiting parties are those consumers in Minneapolis and beyond.  If putting the lines 
underground results in higher costs, so be it.  What is the potential cost of increased incidents of 
leukemia, cancer, Alzheimer's and Lou Gehrig's disease to Stearns County residents. I argue, that if it 
is your family that is affected, no amount of money can off-set the loss off a child or loved one.  
 Besides, the costs associated with underground installation could result in an economic boom for the 
area.   
  
I also feel sometimes that the government, large corporations and large metropolitan areas treat rural 
areas as "uninhabited".  There are many good people that live,work, and farm in these rural areas.  We 
are real people.  We must afforded, at minimum, the same level of  protection that certain plants and 
animals receive in considering the CapX2020 route.  What is particularly disturbing is that the initial 
345 kV transmission is only half of the potential power these lines will be designed to carry.  It is safe to 
assume there will be exposure to twice the levels of millegauss' in the magnetic fields created when 
operating at full capacity.  
  
The proposed overhead routes between Freeport and St. Stephen, no matter which one should be 
chosen, are worse than an environmental hazard in the making.  This is a human hazard in the making 
and should be stopped before the effects of long term exposure are realized.  By then, it will be too 
late. 
  
You can reach David Burkholz at:  davidberkholz@state.mn.  
  
Please share this with as many state representatives and senators as possible.  Maybe you can even 
forward it to Governor Pawlenty.  Comments from the public will only be taken until Feb. 12 so time is 
of the essence. 
  
Thank you, 
  
Paul Eisenschenk 
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Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: dgorman378@aol.com


Sent: Tuesday, February 02, 2010 3:43 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056 Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV Tansmission Line Project


Page 1 of 1


2/8/2010


 
To:            David Birkholz 
                Project Manager 
  
Subject:    TL-09-1056 
                 Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Line Project 
  
  
We have just learned that the preferred and alternate routing of the Cap X 2020 Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV 
Transmission line is planned to run 
behind our house and we have a few comments we would like for you to consider. 
  
We believe Minnesota has a statute in place that requires new utility routes to use an existing right of way. There 
is such a right of way on 
Stearns County Roads 2, 4 and 133 that would not need to impact private property. We understand that once a 
utility corridor is established 
we can expect other utilities to be allowed to use it. We question why you don't use the currently established 
corridor rather than creating 
a new one at additional expense and also disruption of property owners. We also question what caused you to 
abandon the I-94 route. 
  
We are very concerned about the health risks associated with stray voltage. We don't believe Xcel Energy would 
have any motivation to 
monitor those levels once the power line is established and those of us living by the line would be left unprotected 
from those risks. 
  
Of course we are also concerned about the reduced value of our property and the impact a high voltage line 
would have on our ability to 
sell our home in the future. Even if we are compensated in this depressed market it wouldn't be a true value of 
future worth when the market 
recovers. The constant hum and the appearance of the line would certainly not be a positive selling point. 
  
In conclusion, we are opposed to the high voltage power line crossing our property when there is already an 
established route available. 
  
Thank you for considering these comments and please keep us informed as the commission continues it's review 
process. 
  
  
Duane and Penelope Gorman 
8420 Oak Road 
St. Joseph, MN 56374 
320-252-6452 
dgorman378@AOL.com 








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Dorothy S. [dts_sms@yahoo.com]


Sent: Sunday, February 07, 2010 2:25 PM


To: birkholz@state.mn.us


Subject: power line
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 This comment is in regard to the capx2020(TL-09-1056) power line 
proposed to go down county road 2 in St. Wendell township.  First, 
we would like to say that we already have a power line on one side of 
our property as do many of the people along county road 2.  Why 
would any of us like a second massive line going on the other side of 
us?  Isn’ t   it possible to run your line in the same area as the first 
line so that more trees and wild life will not be destroyed ?  We 
realize that someone has to give up something but maybe people need 
to really think about the impact on our environment and our health 
not just the bottom line.     


  


Somewhere along the line we need to pay, financially, to keep our 
natural resources healthy and our environment safe – Please bury it!  


     Steve and Dorothy Slivnik 


     36681 County Road 2 


     St. Joseph,  Mn 








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: reenbee6@aol.com


Sent: Tuesday, January 05, 2010 7:42 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM); Eknes, Bret (PUC)


Subject: CAPX2020 Fargo-St.Cloud Route
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Dear Mr. Birkholz & Mr. Eknes 
  
I am a property/home owner that is very concerned about the proposed CAPX2020 line from Fargo-St. Cloud.  My 
property will be on the alternate route with the transmission lines right next to my house.  
  
 As I am looking out my window I am watching the birds at the birdfeeder and thinking some day in the future I 
may not be able to see this anymore if the transmission lines go past my house.  What kind of impact would this 
have on the wildlife?  What would happen to all the deer that are roaming the many cornfields & hayfields I see 
out my window.  I do not want to see this happen. 
  
I believe the line would be much bettersuited on the I-94 corridor instead of going through farm land, uprooting 
trees and destroying the environment.  The ecological impact will be very damaging for future generations.   What 
about the family farms?  Don't they mean anything anymore?  
  
 I am also concerned if we do have the transmission lines running through who is to say there will not be any 
other "things" running through such as Natural Gas lines. 
  
 I am also concerned about the health effects this would have on the people who live near and close to the lines.  
What about the diseases this would cause? Cancer, Leukemia, Lou Gehrig's Disease and who know what other 
debillitating diseases. 
  
I ask that you consider the I-94 corridor as the route for the transmission lines as I believe it will not have as great 
an impact as destroying the natural resources, enviorment, wildlife and the liveliehood for the people of the North 
Route Citizens Alliance. 
  
Thank you for taking the time to read and listen to my concerns. 
  
Noreen Grebinoski 
  
  
    
      








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Kevin A. Spellacy [KSpellacy@quinlivan.com]


Sent: Wednesday, February 03, 2010 10:20 AM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Cc: Kevin A. Spellacy; Clint MacKinney


Subject: Fargo to St. Cloud 345kV line project--PUC Docket No.E002, ET2/TL-09-1056
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Mr Birkholz: 
  
Please record and direct, to the PUC, the following comments which address my concerns about about potential 
impacts, mitigation measures and alternative routes to be considered in the scoping document and the EIS. 
  
  
As you and the PUC know,  our Supreme Court, ruled, in PEER v. Minn Environmental Quality Council, 266 
NW2d 858 ( Minn 1978) that the route selection process " must, as a matter of law, choose a pre-existing route 
unless there are extremely strong reasons not to do so" . Id, at 868. 
  
I understand that placing  segments of the line underground at various locations along Highway 94 in the Avon 
area is technically feasible and that wold solve the Spunk lake, highway rest stop issues. Regardless of whether 
that approach may be more costly, the mandate of PEER requires that every effort be made to use a pre-existing 
route, i.e. the 94 route. 
  
Secondly, we have a pre-existing transmission line route which proceeds North/South just to the west of  Hwy #2 
in the vicinity of 338th street ( three miles north of St. Joseph) and which thereafter crosses over  highway 2 
South-Eastbound to St.Cloud. While the use of this existing corridor is distinctly less acceptable to the option of 
burying segments of the line along Hwy 94, it is nevertheless vastly superior to the creation of a new route in my 
neighborhood. 
  
I believe PEER absolutely requires that the EIS explore and demonstrate with clear and convincing evidence that 
each of the above alternatives and, indeed, every available existing route is not technically feasible, before 
consideration can be give to a new route in our neighborhood.  
  
The Supreme Court has provided very clear guidance to the PUC concerning the routing process. I expect that 
your agency will see to it that the EIS and the route selction process comports with Minnesota law as set forth in 
PEER. 
  
Kevin Spellacy 
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This public comment has been sent via the form at: 
www.energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/publicComments.html


You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project.  


Project Name: Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Project


Docket number: ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


User Name: Todd Theisen


County: Stearns County


City: St. Joesph


Email: todd@floorguy.net


Phone: 320-363-7926


Impact:  Hello David,


1)  Health concerns revolving around EMF (electro magnetic fields) known to increase
leukemia in children and brain and breast cancer in adults.
2) Environmental Impact and a direct and indirect violation of the MN Environmental 
Rights Act. 
3) Aesthetic and the impact on property value
4) the potentially large easement
5) The heightened consideration for law suites against the State of MN among 
community members.
6) The 7% loss of electricity of above ground transmission lines.
7) Impact on current routes Historic Properties: Rural areas and Century Farms.


Mitigation: 1)Please consider I-94 as a prudent and feasible alternative due to the 
existence of an established Right of Way. I am requesting that my name be added to 
the project contact list.
2) Please consider Buried Super-Cooled Power Lines (Superconducting Cables allowing 
electricity to flow efficiently, with little resistance).


Submission date: Fri Dec 18 17:18:00 2009


This information has also been entered into a centralized database for 
future analysis.


For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact:


Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us
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December 21, 2009 


 


David Birkjholz 


OES Permitting Staff Project Manager 


MN Department of Commerce, Office of Energy Security3 


85 7
th


 Place East, suite 500 


St. Paul Mn 55101 


 


RE: CapX 2020 


 


Dear Mr. Birkhotz, 


 


I am a concerned stakeholder affected by the CapX2020 Preferred & Alternate A North 


Routes in Stearns County. I want to express and make known my concerns. I have 


attended most of the informational meetings held by Xcel Energy. At those meeting there 


was overwhelming support to follow the I-94 corridor.  


 


During the past year the original I-94 corridor has been opposed and lobbied by a few 


progressive local organizations, subsequently diverting the route from the I-94 corridor at 


Freeport. The Preferred and Alternate Route A is a meandering route that will add a 


tremendous amount of money to the cost of the project which will be passed on to the 


rate payers along with a greater negative environmental impact on the country side.  


 


Please consider the I-94 corridor as a prudent and feasible route that would have the least 


amount of environmental impact and with the least cost to the rate payer. 


 


Please add my name to the project contact list. John Harren 27148 Co Rd 39, Freeport 


MN. 56331, harrenjl@albanytel.com. 


 


Sincerely, 


 


 


John Harren 


 


 


Cc: Bret Eknes, Minnesota Public utilities Commission 


      MN Senator Joe Gimse 


      MN Representative Paul Anderson 
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This public comment has been sent via the form at: www.energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/publicComments.html


You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project.  


Project Name: Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Project


Docket number: ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


User Name: Tom & JoAmm Vouk


County: Stearns County


City: Cold Spring


Email: tjvouk@gmail.com


Phone: 320-686-4124


Impact:  This whole project makes little sense, and is rife with misrepresentation and little regard for the public and
individual rights; but that is a whole other topic.


Minnesota represents itself as a land of pristine lakes, wilderness, and unspoiled countryside. How can further 
cutting up the landscape with monstrous power lines be keeping with that image?


Since the public is paying for the line, either through increased rates and government subsidies, or a combination 
of both; the utilities aught to be required to heavily consider the most efficient alternative.


It is hard to believe that lawsuits, easements, "buying the farm", cutting tree lots, building roads, endless
meetings, etc could be cheaper than just running the power lines down or under the I-94 median, or along side of 
the freeway.


Finally, we feel it would make more sense to apply the projected two Billion dollars to energy conservation, and 
local generation projects than to this project. That however, would not put the many billions of profits into the 
hands of the consortium, would it?


Chicago is the "windy city". Let them generate their own power, locally, w/o the transmission losses. Several 
reports say that they don't even want our power!


Mitigation: The locations of most of the proposed power lines make absolutely no sense. You are creating many 
new corridors throughout the state whenever you deviate from the I-94 route. That corridor already has disrupted 
the environment to the extent that it would seem to make little difference and be much simpler to continue to utilize
 that route, than to deviate across country.


The zig zag path throughout the countryside eats up tremendous amounts or real estate in comparison to a 
(nearly)straight line and disrupts hundreds of more land owners.


As an example, the Alternate Southern Route is part of, and skirts the Avon Hills environmentally sensitive areas. 
The line will have to cut through numerous woodlands, wetlands, and housing units as currently projected.


It is hard to believe that the St. John's and I-94/Hwy75 areas could prove an impediment to line continuing  along 
I-94, since that corridor  already exists. Surely the technology also exists to allow lines to bridge the  above 
mentioned interchange.


In short, utilize I-94!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
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Submission date: Thu Jan  7 11:29:39 2010


This information has also been entered into a centralized database for 
future analysis.


For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact:


Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us
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From: Tom Vouk [tjvouk@GMAIL.COM] 
Sent: Friday, January 22, 2010 2:06 PM 
To: Birkholz, David (COMM) 
Subject: TL-09-1056 
Following Wednesday's  meeting in Melrose I drove I-94 to St Cloud and noted the following: 


•        I -94 has several high capacity (not 345Kw but larger than normal) paralleling the route, both 
north and south for a major portion of the road. 


•        At Albany, lines could easily drop below the town through a largely industrial area, with 
little disruption of that area. 


•        At either the north or south rest-stop the lines can deviate to the back, or run in front of the 
area, with almost no effect to their function.  (CapX keeps telling us that the height and long 
spacing of the polls have little impact either visually or health-wise) 


•        There is a slight/short bottle neck at Spunk Lake.  If you could snake a freeway in through 
that area, folks as smart as the MN-DOT and CapX ought to be able to figure it out. After all 
it’s only a few poles. Options could  include one or two H pole bridge structure for the short 
distance necessary to bypass the houses near the freeway. In that scenario, the cables would 
be 100'+ over the top of the freeway, supported by the metal bridge framing and insulators.. 


•        Lines can easily be placed in the parking lot front of Blatners and Columbia Gear. A pole or 
two in that area would be hardly noticable. 


•        From there it should be easy to run along the freeway through the St. Johns area immediately 
adjacent to the freeway. St. Johns already has a large interchange with lights and power lines 
running in the vicinity.  There is also a road to the north with existing higher capacity power 
lines. 


•        The I-94 and Stearns 75 interchange should be no problem either crossing, or following the 
freeway eastward. 


•        From the interchange it should be simple to get to the quarry site termination, along the 
freeway and Hwy -23. 


After sitting through two meetings, Melrose and St. Joe, how come it feels like we are just going 
through these motions to satisfy regulations, ----- with the outcomes already 
predetermined?????????  Kind of like weiting a term paper, where you select an result, then find 
the facts to back up that result. 


 
Tom 
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Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: V Hedl;in [hedlinv@runestone.net]


Sent: Thursday, January 21, 2010 9:50 AM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056


Page 1 of 1


2/8/2010


 


Mr. Birkholz: 
  
I attended the public comment meeting in Alexandria on January 19.   
  
We have farm land in the alternate route of the line that would be affected.  From talking to 
some of the project point people, it would seem that there would be every effort made to 
make the siting of the line as painless as possible for the the landowners.  That is good to 
hear.  I can vividly remember the last powerline project which was handled badly by all 
parties concerned, and I would hope that this would not be a repeat of that effort.  I firmly 
believe that new transmission lines are going to be needed in the future if electricity is 
going to be moved across the grid.  Especially if wind generation is going to be an 
important part of future electric generation.  We cannot bury our heads in the sand and 
pretend that electric demand is not going to grow. 
  
We have no issues with the line crossing our land as long as we are treated fairly, and the 
decision making process on the state's level is not dictated entirely by politics. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Vernon Hedlin 
33742 State Highway 55 
Farwell, MN  56327 
320-283-5384 
hedlinv@runestone.net 
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Birkholz, David (COMM)


From: Apache [apache@lmic.state.mn.us]
Sent: Saturday, January 30, 2010 10:01 AM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Weisbrich Sat Jan 30 10:01:07 2010 ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


This public comment has been sent via the form at: 
www.energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/publicComments.html


You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project.  


Project Name: Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Project


Docket number: ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


User Name: Tim Weisbrich Weisbrich


County: Stearns County


City: St. Cloud


Email: 


Phone: 320-251-5124


Impact:  I attended the meeting in St. Joseph on 1/21/2010.  I would agree with the 
majority of the people in attendance that underground cable should be used as much as 
possible, particularly in populated or environmentally sensitive areas.  That being said, 
I feel the PREFERRED ROUTE should be used for this project.  We live directly on a 
PREFERRED ROUTE ALTERNATIVE,and although we have not been as vocal as other groups about 
the route selection, we have the same concerns they do.  The homes up here on Old Highway 
Road North in St. Joseph Township are all located on beautifully wooded lots.  The homes 
here were all built with this wooded setting in mind.  A major power line traversing the 
properties here would virtually destroy this beauty.  Considering the depth of our 
property, the power line would literally cut our lots in half.  Please do not consider any
other route other than the PREFERRED ROUTE when constructing this power line.           


Mitigation: 


Submission date: Sat Jan 30 10:01:07 2010


This information has also been entered into a centralized database for future analysis.


For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact:


Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Gerald & Maxine [gprchal@runestone.net]


Sent: Thursday, February 04, 2010 9:44 AM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056
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2/8/2010


    The Holmes City Township Board has been at many long range planning meetings 
regarding the route of the 345 kv Tranmission Line Project.  When reviewing the proposed 
routes for this line we recommend the "preferred route" along  I-94.  By using the I-94 route we 
believe it will bring the power closer to where the power is needed. 
  
    Our comments on the "alternate route" are as follows: 
  
1. Agricultural land needs to be protected. Placing large power lines across open fields creates 
several problems navigating the poles with today's farm equipment. 
2. Agriculture has changed.  Today's farming relies on the use of GPS for many of the 
operations and there is conceren that a large line will make its use unreliable. 
3. Following the edge of fields would be less damageing to farming operations. 
4. The "alternate route" has many proposed 90 degree corners which tends to produce more 
stray voltage. 
5. Avoid stair stepping if at all possible and provide more flexiblity than the 1500 feet so that 
the line can be placed along property lines to avoid crossing open fields. 
  
    On Map 15, the alternate route is on the Pope-Douglas County line and we would suggest 
that the line continue along the county line until it reaches Douglas County Highway #21, 
thereby elimateing several of the 90 degree corners.  
  
    Thank you for your consideration of the above suggestions.                           The Holmes 
City Township Board 
                                                                                                                                    11180 Tewes Trail SW 
                                                                                                                                    Farwell, Mn  562257     








Fargo to St. Cloud 345kV Transmission Line Project 
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February 2, 2010 


 


Mr. David Birkholz 


Energy Facility Permitting 


Minnesota Department of Commererce 


85 7
th


 Place East, Suite 500 


St Paul, MN 55101 


 


 


The Purpose of my comments is to identify potential alternatives to and impacts of the proposed 


project that should be fully addressed in the Environmental Report being prepared by the 


Department of Commerce. So please consider all that is mentioned below. 


  


It makes no sense that the CapX2020 utilities didn’t consider an I-94 route from Freeport to St. 


Cloud. The DEIS has to include this as an alternative and provide detailed information on this 


potential route. In order not to create a straw man out of the I-94 route, the DEIS should 


consider  slight deviations from the I-94 corridor and short stretches of underground power line 


in order to address particularly sensitive areas while keeping on the Interstate corridor as much 


as possible.  


It is my understanding that Minnesota statute requires new utilities to follow existing rights of 


way when ever possible.  Failure to consider an I-94 route appears to be a direct violation of such 


statute, and reflects a lack of good faith effort on the part of CapX2020 to plan this route in an 


appropriate manner.  It also appears lack of consideration of an I-94 route is subject to legal 


challenge.  


Using construction techniques listed above, I believe the cost of an I-94 route will be 


substantially equal, or less than, the cost of the Northern routes.  The Northern routes are 


substantially longer and require a great many corner towers which carry enormous cost relative 


to “in-line” towers.  Obviously, cost must include the hard dollar costs of the infrastructure (extra 


miles of line and significant corner and “in-line” towers) and related ongoing maintenance.  


Additionally, soft costs must also be included in this process.  Soft costs must include the 


disruption of vulnerable environmental ecosystems, loss of woodlands, rights of way in 


productive farmland, violation of historic properties and visual pollution created by said 


infrastructure.  All costs must be considered and quantified.  Again, an I-94 route must be 


considered, this time based on cost issues. 


Specifically, The Northern routes violate a minimum of two sensitive environmental areas; the 


Shepard Lake wetland immediately north of St. Wendel and the tamarack bog east of St. Wendel.  


It is widely known this tamarack bog is one of only a handful of such ecosystems in the entire 


United States.  In addition, I believe efforts are underway with the Minnesota Department of 


Natural Resources (DNR) to preserve and protect the environmental value of the Shepard Lake 


wetland.   Have detailed environmental impact studies of both areas been conducted?  In 


addition, how has the DNR been brought into the process of route evaluation?   


I support the recommendation of Stearns County in their letter of November 4, 2009 that the 


preferred route be located as close to the current I-94 freeway corridor as possible in order to 


affect as few homes and businesses as possible. The DEIS must consider this alternative in the 


area from Freeport to St. Cloud. As noted in detail above, the utility’s proposal is incomplete and 


doesn’t fit state law.  







As I have noted earlier, potential environmental impacts must be carefully analyzed in the 


Environmental Report.  In order to reach a reasoned decision on weather to allow large industrial 


energy faculties to dominate the landscape across our land, we must first analyze what the 


environmental consequences might be and weather the trade off is justified.  Considerations must 


include: 


• Aesthetic impacts 


• Destruction of large blocks of forested areas 


• Threats to endangered species, flora, fauna 


• Impacts on cultural, historic and archeological resources 


• Wildlife refuges and production areas 


• Recreation areas 


• Electromagnetic fields 


• Farming interruptions 


• Industrialization of rural landscapes 


• Interference with radio, GPS, cell phone and TV signals 


• Forest fragmentation 


• Habitat protection areas 


• Migratory bird flyways and food resources 


• Large wet land complexes, fens 


• Challenge to get heavy equipment into vast wetland complexes 


• Access roads are inadequate to support major equipment without significant upgrades 


• Spontaneous abortion  


• Children and the health effects  of electromagnetic fields 


 


Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 


Sincerely,  


 


Stephen and Judy Huls 


37871 County Road 132 


St. Joseph, MN  56374 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 








. . . . . . . . . 
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February 8, 2010 


Energy Facility Permitting 


85 7
th


 Place East, Suite 500 


Saint Paul, Mn 55101-2198 


David Birkholz,  


 


 This letter is in reference to the proposed power transmission line titled CAPX2020.  I am 


currently located on the alternate A routing option southwest of Holdingford.  My location is on 190
th


 


ave and the route has it bordering two sides of my property crossing in front of my house to the west 


and then progressing between myself and a neighbor on my south side.  My concerns are the stray 


voltage and the health concerns associated with this.   I have six acres in the CRP program which this 


line crosses through.  It also has a watershed of Krain Creek which crosses through my property and 


is in the route of the transmission line.  I have a pond that was established through the USFW as part 


of this watershed.  My concern is for the wildlife that would be affected by this line.  The property 


adjacent to my CRP is also enrolled and is a prime nesting area for pheasants, turkeys and untold 


song birds.  As a alternate route I would like to see it remain on the I-94 corridor rather than being 


routed into cropland and sensitive areas.  If forced into this area I would recommend that it be routed 


down county road 10 rather than a township road.  A major factor being the width of the road in 


comparison of a county road to a township road. 


Sincerely,  


Ron Weyer 


41046 190
th


 Ave 


Albany, MN 56307 


 


 


Ron Weyer 


41046 190th Ave. 


Albany, MN 56307 
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Birkholz, David (COMM)


From: Apache [apache@lmic.state.mn.us]
Sent: Friday, January 22, 2010 3:09 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Iverson Fri Jan 22 15:09:21 2010 ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


This public comment has been sent via the form at: 
www.energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/publicComments.html


You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project.  


Project Name: Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Project


Docket number: ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


User Name: Derek Iverson


County: Stearns County


City: Albany


Email: diverson@albanytel.com


Phone: 320-845-6065


Impact:  In the CAPX2020 area from Freeport/Melrose to South St. Cloud, please consider 
the inclusion of Interstate 94 as an alternate route, with slight detours and possible 
undergrounding in high population density or problematic areas


Mitigation: 


Submission date: Fri Jan 22 15:09:21 2010


This information has also been entered into a centralized database for future analysis.


For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact:


Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us
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Birkholz, David (COMM)


From: cwieber [cwieber@embarqmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2010 5:39 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: TL-09-1056


I had a couple of questions that didn't get asked at the Alexandria Public Meeting 


yesterday.


1.  If everything went the smoothest it could possibly go,  when would 


be the very earliest posts would start going up in the Alexandria area?


2.  Where will construction start: Fargo, Monticello, or various places 


in between?


3.  If the line ends up going down County Rd 21 (Map 54) as an alternate 


route, there are many homes on both sides of the road.  How often 


(approx) within a one mile stretch would you be willing or able to 


switch sides of the road in order to avoid a home?


4.  If you have a choice of going across private land vs DNR land, and 


the private land owner is objecting, how likely is there to be a switch 


to the DNR land?


Thank you.


Chris & Wayne Wieberdink


320-762-2216


7665 Co Rd 21 SW


Alexandria, MN 56308
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Birkholz, David (COMM)


From: cwieber [cwieber@embarqmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2010 5:49 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: TL-09-1056


One more thing:


On Map 29 of Appendix B.1, our shop/living quarters in Section 16 of Hudson Township are 
not marked with a red dot (or at the very least a yellow dot) to denote us.  Is that 
important? Can it and should it be added so that our home will be considered during 
planning?


The address is:


    9737 Co Rd 23 SE
    Alexandria, MN 56308


Thank you,
Chris & Wayne Wieberdink
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Birkholz, David (COMM)


From: Apache [apache@lmic.state.mn.us]
Sent: Friday, January 22, 2010 3:26 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Iverson Fri Jan 22 15:25:37 2010 ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


This public comment has been sent via the form at: 
www.energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/publicComments.html


You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project.  


Project Name: Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Project


Docket number: ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


User Name: Derek Iverson


County: Stearns County


City: Albany


Email: diverson@albanytel.com


Phone: 320-845-6065


Impact:  I live in the foot for the future wind farm north of Albany. I was wondering if 
the power line runs throw this area, will they have a bad effect on each other and could 
they effect us in a bad way.  As far as magnetic fields and or noise.  


Mitigation: In the CAPX2020 area from Freeport/Melrose to South St. Cloud, please consider
the inclusion of Interstate 94 as an alternate route, with slight detours and possible 
undergrounding in high population density or problematic areas.


Submission date: Fri Jan 22 15:25:37 2010


This information has also been entered into a centralized database for future analysis.


For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact:


Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us
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Birkholz, David (COMM)


From: Apache [apache@lmic.state.mn.us]
Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2010 9:35 AM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Jonas Tue Jan 19 09:35:03 2010 ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


This public comment has been sent via the form at: 
www.energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/publicComments.html


You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project.  


Project Name: Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Project


Docket number: ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


User Name: Ramona Jonas


County: Stearns County


City: Avon


Email: lrjonas@uslink.net      or   ramonaj@borgertproducts.com


Phone: 320-356-2179


Impact:  I don't understand why these towers don't follow HWY 23 since it is already a 
major road since I-94 has so many hurdles.  The planned route also has lakes and if it is 
a problem for the Spunk Lakes, it should also be a problem for the other lakes it will 
affect.


Mitigation: 


Submission date: Tue Jan 19 09:35:03 2010


This information has also been entered into a centralized database for future analysis.


For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact:


Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: jean wright [jawright112047@gmail.com]


Sent: Sunday, January 31, 2010 5:09 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056


Page 1 of 1


2/8/2010


I am writting with concerns of the proposed alternate route proposed by Xcel Energy-Great River 
Energy   Fargo to St.Cloud 345 KV Transmission Line that is  located in Hudson Township sections 13  
and 14   and Orange township sections 18-19, 17, 20 portion of Douglas County. 
 
Our residence is located in Orange township section 17 with the south line of section 17 being located 
approximately 300 to 400 feet from our house. 
 
This area is now a pristine natural landscape. The environmental impact upon the surrounding mature 
Oak woods and uncompromised area would be very detrimental to the habitat of the many different bird 
species and animals including owls, wood peckers, wild turkeys pheasants, finches, hummingbirds, 
nuthatches, indigo buntings, fox, mink, weasels, deer etc. that inhabit this area. 
  
There are several homesteads that are located in the northern portion of the above mention area of the 
alternate route corridor which would be severely impacted as well. If such route is chosen, by locating 
the transmission line on the most western and southern portion of the blue corridor would substantially 
reduce the impact of this area on both the human and wild life that inhabit this area . 
 
Please keep us informed as to the next proceedings involving this matter. 
 
Sincerely, 
  
Helmer O. Wright 
Jeanette A. Wright 
Jennifer Morgan-Osborn 
Ian F. Wright 
Drew R. Wright 
 








Top reasons to keep capx2020 high power lines off our & all private owned farm land  


 


 


1. Expansion is continuous, we are being limited to building purposes, times are 


always changing, and we are always making improvements. 


2. Limited use of land under the power line.  Pastures, trees, crops, building… 


the list goes on. 


3. Resale value of our land. 


4. Inconvenient, working our land, its very time consuming to drive around a 


post every time you are in the field.  This can be more then 7 times every 


year! 


5. Soil, what condition will it be in after the post are put in. 


6. Crops, we have spend time and money putting crops in and that will all be put 


to the wayside if you put up the post after crops are planted in the spring. 


7. Height, the higher the better, there may be a time when we need to move a bin 


or building, we have large equipment, it needs to be high and flow with the 


land.  We don’t want it to be lower on a hill, we live on a hill.  


8. Sky line, we have airplanes that spray our fields, this is most inconvenient to 


them to do there job properly.  We fly around the farm at times with our crop 


consultant to view our fields. We have neighbors who own and fly planes. 


9. Taxes, we have agricultural land and green acres. We don’t need extra taxes 


because of industrial lines on our land.  Our neighbor owns a cell phone tower 


and is taxed more for his land, because its now considered industrial. 


10. Future generations, they need to know they are appreciated too, they need to 


be composited. 


11. Noise, we don’t like the noise of your power line.  Keep it by other industries. 


We feel the I-94 route is best. 


12. Health, human and farm animals, & wild life are being at risk with the high 


voltage. Stray voltage is a fear. 


13. Living conditions, we are living and working around the power line 24 hours a 


day, everyday, for years and years and years to come. We don’t like the 


thought of being exposed to high power lines 24-7. 


14. Cost, it cost you more to move it off  I94, onto our land and to pay us.  


15. View, its ugly, unnatural looking 


 


We live in Tile H-8 section 8. 


Sincerely, 


Carrie Kerfeld 


2009 


 












Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Tim & Carrie Kerfeld [tkerfeld@albanytel.com]


Sent: Monday, February 01, 2010 1:24 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056
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2/8/2010


Hello David, 
  
I feel that the power line needs to be in an existing way such as the I-94 freeway or the Wobegan Trail which is 
the old railroad.   We need to preserve our farms and our livestock, I feel this power line will harm the quality of 
land, life and health for us and our animals.  We, our cows and calves are exposed  24-7.  We would need to 
have you stand behind us if we or our animals get sick, or are affected by stray voltage, the future generations 
need to feel thanked also!!! We live on rolling hills and we do not want to see power lines at eye level we wish for 
them to be as high as possible in low and high parts of these hills.  Your putting us in a hard spot by having these 
lines on our property and the property we rent along Co Rd 17. 
  
I welcome you and anyone you work with that has an interest to our farm, please give advanced notice. 290-9525 
  
Thank You,  
Carrie Kerfeld 
30257 Co Rd 17  
Melrose, MN 56352 
Tile H-8 section 8  








SUBJECT:  TL-09-1056 (Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Line Project) 


 
February 8, 2010 


David Birkholz, Project Manager 


Minnesota Office of  Energy Security 


Energy Facility Permitting 


85 7th Place East, Suite 500 


St. Paul, MN  55101-2198 


Dear David Birkholz:  


Please consider the following comments and share them with the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission. 


As a recently widowed and a retired person, I am very concerned about my property and re-sale value of  


my home.  My home is very important to me as a part of  my retirement and I do not need a home that is 


worth less in an already depressed economy. 


I am also concerned about the stray voltage and electromagnetic fields that may cause me harm, not to 


mention the humming sound that these types of  transmission lines create.  This will ruin the beautiful and 


peaceful home that I have today and enjoy very much. 


When it comes time for me to sell my home it will be extremely difficult sell to a family as no one will 


want to have a home that has a transmission line right in the back yard due to heath risks and not to mention 


the transmission line being unsightly. 


What happened to the plan to follow Highway 94?  Also, why is this not being put in a less populated area 


or even underground? 


In closing, if  the transmission line goes in as planned, I will not be able to sell my home at a fair market 


price, nor will a young family purchase due to the heath risks.  The sale of  my home was to be apart of  my long 


term retirement and if  this goes through – it will not! 


Sincerely,  


Margaret A. Kloss 


8376 Oak Road 


St. Joseph, MN  56374 
 
 


M A R G A R E T  A  K L O S S  
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HOLDINGFORD AREA HISTORICAL SOCIETY  
President: Mark Koehn 


Vice President: Mike Odden 


Secretary: Diane Konsor 


Treasurer: Sue Marstein 


 


420 Main Street 


PO Box 69, Holdingford, MN 56340 


 


 


 


 


 


February 1, 2010 


 


 


 


David Birkholz, OES Permitting Staff Project Manager 


Minnesota Department of Commerce, Office of Energy Security 


85-7
th


 Place East, Suite 500 


St. Paul, MN 55101 


 


Mr. Birkholz, 


The Holdingford Area Historical Society works closely with local businesses and residents to identify, 


preserve, and ultimately protect unique local heritage. As stewards of history, the Historical Society 


values the perseverance and commitment of farm families who have owned and operated homesteads 


for more than one-hundred years. These century farms serve as the foundation of local agrarian history 


and represent state and nationally recognized time honored vocations.  


 


As such, our members believe that the CAPX 2020 Preferred and Alternate (A) North routes pose 


potential threats to both the natural and historic landscape of numerous century farms. Therefore, this 


letter is intended to serve as the Historical Society’s opposition to said alignments, urging the 


committee to consider more historically conscientious project route(s), such as the I-94 alternative, to 


minimize adverse effects on significant cultural resources as set forth in the National Historic 


Preservation Act of 1966 (Section 106).  


 


Thank you for your time and consideration in this process! 


 


Respectfully,  


 


 


Mark Koehn, President 


Holdingford Area Historical Society 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 








Fargo to St. Cloud 345kV Transmission Line Project 


PUC Docket No. E002, ET2/TL-09-1056 


 


Mr. David Birkholz 


Energy Facility Permitting 


Minnesota Department of Commererce 


85 7
th


 Place East, Suite 500 


St Paul, MN 55101 


 


 


    I understand the need for the new transmission line. I do not understand why there would be 


any other route considered other than the I-94 corridor. I-94 was chosen as the best route for 


vehicle traffic and again should be chosen for our transmission lines. New easements must be 


acquired and if these new easements were adjoining to the already existing road right of way if 


would provide favorable future opportunities for the state. I believe with the state of the art 


technology that is in place, those problematic overhead areas would use the alternative 


underground method. I do realize following I-94 will still have an impact on some homeowners 


but I strongly believe that we need to keep ONE transmission highway/interstate for our vehicle 


traffic and utilities. 


     I support the recommendation of Stearns County in their letter of November 4, 2009 that the 


preferred route be located as close to the current I-94 freeway corridor as possible in order to 


affect as few homes and businesses as possible. The DEIS must consider this alternative in the 


area from Freeport to St. Cloud. What the utilities proposed is incomplete and doesn’t fit state 


law. 


Potential environmental impacts must be carefully analyzed in the Environmental Report.  In 


order to reach a reasoned decision on weather to allow large industrial energy faculties to 


dominate the landscape across our land, we must first analyze what the environmental 


consequences might be :  


• Aesthetic impacts 


• Destruction of large blocks of forested areas   (causing wind and water erosion) 


• Threats to endangered species, flora, fauna 


• Impacts on cultural, historic and archeological resources 


• Wildlife refuges and production areas 


• Recreation areas 


• Electromagnetic fields 


• Farming interruptions  


• Industrialization of rural landscapes 







• Interference with radio, GPS, cell phone and TV signals 


• Forest fragmentation 


• Habitat protection areas 


• Migratory bird flyways and food resources 


• Large wet land complexes, fens 


• Challenge to get heavy equipment into vast wetland complexes 


• Access roads are inadequate to support major equipment without significant upgrades 


• Spontaneous abortion  


• Children and the health effects  of electromagnetic fields 


• Dangers to all rural families due to increased traffic from the installation and 


maintenance. 


 


 


 


Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 


Sincerely,  


MK  


 


 


 


Name: Mike Kuklok 


Address: 40305 120
th


 ave  


Holdingford Mn. 


 


 


 








Lang_ATT00001.bin


This public comment has been sent via the form at: www.energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/publicComments.html


You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project.  


Project Name: Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Project


Docket number: ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


User Name: Barb  Lang 


County: Stearns County


City: Avon 


Email: 


Phone: 


Impact:  "In the CAPX2020 area from Freeport/Melrose to South St. Cloud, please consider the inclusion of 
Interstate 94 as an alternate route, with slight detours and possible short-distance undergrounding in high 
population density or problematic areas".


We do not want this powerline anywheres even near Pelican Lake in St Anna 


Mitigation: "In the CAPX2020 area from Freeport/Melrose to South St. Cloud, please consider the inclusion of 
Interstate 94 as an alternate route, with slight detours and possible short-distance undergrounding in high 
population density or problematic areas".


We do not want this powerline anywheres even near Pelican Lake in St Anna 


Submission date: Mon Feb  8 16:33:52 2010


This information has also been entered into a centralized database for 
future analysis.


For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact:


Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us
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Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Clint MacKinney [clintmack@cloudnet.com]


Sent: Saturday, February 06, 2010 11:01 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Cc: 'Kevin A. Spellacy'


Subject: Fargo to St. Cloud 345kV line project--PUC Docket No.E002, ET2/TL-09-1056
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2/26/2010


Dear Mr. Birkholz: 
  
I would like to add my support to Mr. Kevin Spellacy’s comments below. I attended the 
community listening session in St. Joseph. Mr. Spellacy has captured my thoughts following 
the forum perfectly. Therefore, please add my name to your communication to the PUC as 
detailed by Mr. Spellacy below. 
  
Thank you for your consideration and assistance. 
  
  
A. Clinton MacKinney, MD, MS 


33921 North 91st Avenue 


St. Joseph, MN  56374 


(320) 363-8150 (home/office) 
(320) 493-4618 (mobile) 
(207) 221-8284 (fax) 
clintmack@cloudnet.com 


  
  
  


From: Kevin A. Spellacy [mailto:KSpellacy@quinlivan.com]  


Sent: Wednesday, February 03, 2010 10:20 AM 


To: Birkholz, David (COMM) 
Cc: Kevin A. Spellacy; Clint MacKinney 


Subject: Fargo to St. Cloud 345kV line project--PUC Docket No.E002, ET2/TL-09-1056 
  
Mr Birkholz: 
  
Please record and direct, to the PUC, the following comments which address my concerns about about potential 
impacts, mitigation measures and alternative routes to be considered in the scoping document and the EIS. 
  
  
As you and the PUC know,  our Supreme Court, ruled, in PEER v. Minn Environmental Quality Council, 266 
NW2d 858 ( Minn 1978) that the route selection process " must, as a matter of law, choose a pre-existing route 
unless there are extremely strong reasons not to do so" . Id, at 868. 
  
I understand that placing  segments of the line underground at various locations along Highway 94 in the Avon 
area is technically feasible and that would solve the Spunk lake, highway rest stop issues. Regardless of whether 
that approach may be more costly, the mandate of PEER requires that every effort be made to use a pre-existing 
route, i.e. the 94 route. 
  







Secondly, we have a pre-existing transmission line route which proceeds North/South just to the west of  Hwy #2 
in the vicinity of 338th street ( three miles north of St. Joseph) and which thereafter crosses over  highway 2 
South-Eastbound to St.Cloud. While the use of this existing corridor is distinctly less acceptable to the option of 
burying segments of the line along Hwy 94, it is nevertheless vastly superior to the creation of a new route in my 
neighborhood. 
  
I believe PEER absolutely requires that the EIS explore and demonstrate with clear and convincing evidence that 
each of the above alternatives and, indeed, every available existing route is not technically feasible, before 
consideration can be give to a new route in our neighborhood.  
  
The Supreme Court has provided very clear guidance to the PUC concerning the routing process. I expect that 
your agency will see to it that the EIS and the route selction process comports with Minnesota law as set forth in 
PEER. 
  
Kevin Spellacy 
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Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Todd Meyer [toddm@pristinesource.com]


Sent: Wednesday, December 30, 2009 12:03 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: Fw: Regarding CAPX2020 North Route
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2/8/2010


  
----- Original Message ----- 
From: Todd Meyer  
To: david.birkholz@state.mn.us 
Sent: Wednesday, December 30, 2009 12:00 PM 
Subject: Regarding CAPX2020 North Route 


 
David, 
  
I am a concerned land owner that may be directly affected by the "Preferred and Alternate Route A" proposed by 
CAPX2020. 
  
Let me begin by stating that I am not opposed to upgrading our energy system.  I am all for it.  I just can't 
understand how this route can even be considered.  Due to MN Statue 216E.03......first consideration of existing 
corridors (like I-94).  It is good enough to run along I 94 the whole way untill Freeport (direct route) and then go 
odly all over the place to avoid what?  St. John's property?  It appears to me it directly affects more homes and 
property with this North route than along the Freeway. 
  
Lets do things in this state that make sense.  As I will have to pay for this diversion in the future on my energy bills 
because it will cost much more for this diversion of lines. 
  
When someone purchased property by I-94, the corridor was already there and as a home owner you new of it's 
potential for expansion or changes to landscape.  The negative effect of the value of the property has already 
been absorbed. 
  
I own 22 acres, and at my own cost I do my best to increase the habitat for wildlife in MN.  Every year I purchase 
trees and spend considerable time working on my property.  Small plots of wooded land by cities are not as 
common as they used to be.  Why must we continue to destroy these small plots when there is an alternative to 
doing so. 
  
It seems to me CAPX2020 is looking for the path of least resistance (by people) not the path of least effect of 
people.  I 94 makes sense, lets do things in this state that make sense for the people and the land. 
  
I would appreciate a response to this letter and like to hear your view on this issue. 
  
Thank you, 
  
  
Todd Meyer 
toddm@pristinesource.com 
  








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Todd Meyer [toddm@pristinesource.com]


Sent: Thursday, February 04, 2010 1:00 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: CapX2020
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2/8/2010


Mr. Birkholz, 
  
I am asking you to please consider the I-94 route from Freeport to St. Cloud for the CapX2020 Utility lines. 
  
I understand that our power grid needs to be updated but I would like to see it done in a way that makes common 
sense. 
  
When it's all said and done it most likely comes down to money.  As a user of this energy, I will be paying for this 
project in the future.  There is nothing I have seen at any of the meetings that makes more sense than the direct 
route along I-94 from freeport to St. Cloud.  Cheapest route, most direct, existing courridor. 
  
If it wasn't about money, the cable would be required to be underground.  Now that seems to have been ruled out 
so lets do the most cost affective thing and run it along the freeway. 
  
Please consider this the best route, and do the best thing for the State of Mn Taxpayers. A few special interests 
should not affect the whole state. 
  
Thank You, 
  
Todd Meyer 
36209 County Road 2  
St. Joseph, MN 56374 








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: scott.hylla@sepracor.com


Sent: Monday, January 11, 2010 2:00 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Cc: sen.michelle.fischbach@senate.mn; Rep.Dan.Severson@house.mn; bschmitt@bernicks.com


Subject: 12/17 NoRCA Petition Docket 09-1056


Attachments: Petition Signatures.pdf
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2/8/2010


Mr. Birkholz,  


On behalf of the North Route Citizens Alliance, enclosed is a petition signed by approximately 67 landowners & 
stakeholders along the proposed CAPX2020 Preferred and Alternate A "North Routes". The petition was 
administered at a NoRCA hosted Public Forum on December 17, 2009 and reflects the following concerns 
pertaining to the Melrose/Freeport Area to South St. Cloud in Central and Northern Stearns County.  


� Minnesota's Policy on Non-proliferation: Of the proposed Preferred North Routes approximately 39 
miles, 42% of the route creates a new transmission line Right of Way via the extensive use of Field and 


parcel lines.  
� Quality of Life: The proposed Preferred and Alternate A North Routes will have deleterious affects on this 


rural geographies protected natural resources by placing HVTL's in a currently "undisturbed" rural 
environment.  The proposed Preferred and Alternate A North Routes will also threaten the character, 


preservation and heritage of 40 identified and documented historical properties, known as Century farms.  
� Negative Effects on Property and Land Values  
� Significant Risks to Health due to EMF's  


<<Petition Signatures.pdf>>  
Scott Hylla  
Cell: 320-260-8699  
Office/Fax: 320-363-4954  
Email: scott.hylla@sepracor.com  


THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS COMMUNICATION AND ANY ATTACHMENTS 
HERETO IS CONFIDENTIAL, MAY BE ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGED, AND IS INTENDED 
ONLY FOR THE PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL USE OF THE ADDRESSEE(S). IF THE 
READER OF THIS MESSAGE IS NOT AN INTENDED RECIPIENT, OR AN AGENT THEREOF, 
YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY REVIEW, USE, DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION, 
OR COPYING OF THIS COMMUNICATION OR ANY ATTACHMENT HERETO IS STRICTLY 
PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS MESSAGE IN ERROR, PLEASE NOTIFY US 
IMMEDIATELY BY E-MAIL, AND DELETE THE ORIGINAL MESSAGE. 







Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: scott.hylla@sepracor.com


Sent: Tuesday, January 12, 2010 12:20 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Cc: sen.michelle.fischbach@senate.mn; Rep.Dan.Severson@house.mn; bschmitt@bernicks.com


Subject: RE: 12/17 NoRCA Petition Docket 09-1056


Page 1 of 1RE: 12/17 NoRCA Petition Docket 09-1056


2/8/2010


I stand corrected, it's 127 NoRCA petition signatures. Thanks for the clarification from Brent Schmitt, NoRCA 
Steering Committee member! 


Scott  


_____________________________________________  
From:   Hylla, Scott   
Sent:   Monday, January 11, 2010 2:00 PM  
To:     'Birkholz, David (COMM)'  
Cc:     'sen.michelle.fischbach@senate.mn'; 'Dan Severson'; 'Brent Schmitt'  
Subject:        12/17 NoRCA Petition Docket 09-1056  


Mr. Birkholz,  


On behalf of the North Route Citizens Alliance, enclosed is a petition signed by approximately 67 landowners & 
stakeholders along the proposed CAPX2020 Preferred and Alternate A "North Routes". The petition was 
administered at a NoRCA hosted Public Forum on December 17, 2009 and reflects the following concerns 
pertaining to the Melrose/Freeport Area to South St. Cloud in Central and Northern Stearns County.  


� Minnesota's Policy on Non-proliferation: Of the proposed Preferred North Routes approximately 39 miles, 


42% of the route creates a new transmission line Right of Way via the extensive use of Field and parcel lines. 
� Quality of Life: The proposed Preferred and Alternate A North Routes will have deleterious affects on this 


rural geographies protected natural resources by placing HVTL's in a currently "undisturbed" rural 
environment.  The proposed Preferred and Alternate A North Routes will also threaten the character, 


preservation and heritage of 40 identified and documented historical properties, known as Century farms.  
� Negative Effects on Property and Land Values  
� Significant Risks to Health due to EMF's  


 << File: Petition Signatures.pdf >>  
Scott Hylla  
Cell: 320-260-8699  
Office/Fax: 320-363-4954  
Email: scott.hylla@sepracor.com  


THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS COMMUNICATION AND ANY ATTACHMENTS 
HERETO IS CONFIDENTIAL, MAY BE ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGED, AND IS INTENDED 
ONLY FOR THE PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL USE OF THE ADDRESSEE(S). IF THE 
READER OF THIS MESSAGE IS NOT AN INTENDED RECIPIENT, OR AN AGENT THEREOF, 
YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY REVIEW, USE, DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION, 
OR COPYING OF THIS COMMUNICATION OR ANY ATTACHMENT HERETO IS STRICTLY 
PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS MESSAGE IN ERROR, PLEASE NOTIFY US 
IMMEDIATELY BY E-MAIL, AND DELETE THE ORIGINAL MESSAGE. 
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Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Pfeninger, Michael [mike.pfeninger@1esg.com]


Sent: Thursday, January 28, 2010 6:53 AM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056


Page 1 of 1


2/8/2010


David, 
  
In Stearns County, Collegeville Township South east corner between section 35 and 36 the route turns 
north along Island lake road. You can see on the aerial photo there are several driveways along Island 
Lake Road. The homes in this area are close to the road and the line will have to pass over some 


homes. A good alternative would be to continue straight on 260th street to county road #2 then north to 
the listed route.  This change would allow for no homes to be affected by this section of line and would 
eliminate a corner tower.   
  
Thank You, 
Mike Pfeninger 
  








I am writing this letter in regard to the capa X project, (Docket number “TL-09-1056") 


When I was in grade school I took a bus ride on a class trip to Fisher Hill, The teacher told us this 


area was where the northern glasser had stopped thousands of years ago, this is very apparent to 


see all the rolling hills north of fisher hill, and all the flat land south of fisher hill! This is a land 


mark! I was always drawn to that area, when I had a chance in 1994 to buy property west of the 


hill I did, even though the average acre of land sold for a thousand less I paid the price, to be out 


in this beautiful country, My American Dream!  My Horse Hobby Farm! 


           A few years ago stearns electric notified me they wanted to put a sub station in my plot, 


I went to every meeting and finally to the stearns county commissioner meeting, Where 


commissioner Rosie Arnold (GOD REST HER SOUL) stood up for me and helped me stop the 


sub station from going into my plot.( This was a governing body that said NO to a sub station on 


my land) Shortly after that with no notification to me REA started building a sub station next to 


my plat,( I am within 1000 ft of that sub station) That is why I feel that when a utility company 


wants some thing they will do what ever it take legal or not! 


           That takes me to the point of security! In the first meetings I went to on the sub station 


REA stated a sub station will not change anything in my neighborhood, but it did. There are cars 


parked at the sub station all the time, also behind the sub station. Several times for a year I 


complained to REA with no action taken! Finally after coming home from work I saw a van 


behind the sub station in the wood line, I got my binoculars walked to the edge of my property 


and as I looked at him he saw me, and he bolted, My neighbors little girls were riding there bikes 


on there drive way at that time directly between us! (Make your conclusion) I notified REA on 


what I saw They proceeded to put up 2-small garage sale size signs (NO TRESPASSING) 


whoopy they protected my neighborhood! 


           Utilities dump there equipment and leave us to deal with problems (THAT SUB 


STATION  DRIVE WAY SHOULD BE FENCED OFF) This leads me back to the power line 


once that line is put in, who is going to keep the 4-wheelers and snowmobiles off the farm land? 


150 ft clear cut swat makes an alluring trail, My best friend owns 30 acres south of me he moved 


to New Mexico He asked me to keep people off his property I cant I put up a fence or gate they 


tear it down! There are no cops on 4- wheelers to stop them(SECURITY GONE) 


          I would now like to address this entire projects honesty ! Right out of the gate you Lie to 


the land owners by using the term 347 kv power line this term sounds better than  


(Three hundred forty seven thousand volts) How many land owners understand kv means 


thousand( probably none) I work with high voltage every day of my life and the average 


industrial machine runs on 460 volts, this can kill you instantly, You need to be honest and go 


back and tell ever one of the land owners how powerful this line actually is! I also work with 


magnetic fields every day, I do have unexplained health issues!  That kind of power will kill 


birds, we have bald eagles, and a huge variety of birds in the area, The NSP lines near me hum 


constantly, I could not imagine walking out side on a warm summer night an instead of hearing 


frogs crocking I hear the buzz of a power line, I also have a good friend that power glides out 


hear IM sure he does not want to deal with those 150 ft poles either, 150 ft poles tend to attract 


lightning. 


           Now lets talk about TAXES this should be the biggest tax revolt stearns county has ever 


seen, When I contacted Dawn R SHULTZ from xcel about the value of my property in taxes 


during this review she said and I quote we have no concrete information as to the effects a 


potential transmission line has on property values of a general geographic area that is under 







consideration during the state review process!  IS xcel not in the business of putting up power 


lines?  ANY company that installs or makes a product of any kind finds out who there clients are 


and how there product effects them, Xcel thinks because they are a utility they don’t have to do a 


study on how it effects land owners, My taxes went up a large jump several years ago, I contacted 


my tax auditor and asked him why, he replied 3 homes in my area sold for more than there tax 


value, making my home worth more.and he said taxes are based on what you can sell your 


property for. Since I received my easement map my property is worth 0 I could not sell this if I 


wanted who would buy it with the possibility of a power line overhead I will fight my next tax 


statement, 


          I live next to a land mark, I am already within 1000 ft of a sub station, How much more 


should a land owner have to put up with before I glow green! The MN statute 216E.03 requires 


first consideration of potential routes that would use or parallel existing railroad & highway 


rights of way... such as the I-94 corridor, I was at the meeting on 1/21/10 at el paso in St JOE the 


people have spoken they do not want the poles threw there farm land, the one thing that both 


sides agreed on was in crucial areas along the merose/freeport to st cloud area was to go 


underground, we are your costumers, we are the owners, we supply your chubby little paychecks 


you take home ever week and we have spoken. Put the line back on I- 94 


 


 


 


BOB ROSS       9228 county road #4 ST> JOSEPH MN 56374 
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Birkholz, David (COMM)


From: Apache [apache@lmic.state.mn.us]
Sent: Monday, January 25, 2010 5:44 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Blommel Mon Jan 25 17:44:22 2010 ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


This public comment has been sent via the form at: 
www.energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/publicComments.html


You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project.  


Project Name: Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Project


Docket number: ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


User Name: Bruce & Leticia & Family Blommel


County: Stearns County


City: Albany


Email: bruce@brulet.com


Phone: (320) 845-6975/250-6581


Impact:  We have reviewed the proposed routes and would like to comment that it seems to 
us that the most reasonable path from Freeport and SE would be to simply continue on the 
old railroad right-of-way, rather than running through new field and stream areas to the 
north or south.  The I-94 corridor has already been aesthetically compromised due to the 
presence of the interstate; the old railway route alongside was good enough for train 
traffic in the past; why do you insist on exploring other areas?  While the transmission 
lines will run about 3/4mile south of our property and will probably remain unseen to 
ourselves, for the most part, many in our area who would be affected (esp along 380th St 
and County 10) have moved out here exactly to get away from this sort of encroachment.  
Also, besides aesthetics and the invasion of the countryside, environmentally the I-94 
corridor is already disrupted and disadvantaged by the highway itself, and everything that
comes along with it: supporting businesses, industrial parks, frontage roads, etc.  Why do
you have to strike new territory?  This seems totally unecessary, especially given the 
area needed is 150 feet wide.  The rail corridor wouldn't work?  And why is the I-94 
corridor good enough, until you get to Freeport, but then it shoots east across the north 
side of Albany?  If you must deviate, it seems like a shorter trek to go by Preferred 
Route Segment Alternate #1.  It is very sad for those of us who have moved out here and 
are involved in prairie restoration, organic farming and gardening, and other 
environmentally restorative and conservative practices to be suddenly plagued by this new 
thing, when it could easily be kept right there with the noise and the commotion of the 
interstate.  Keep it along the freeway corridor, and it will fit right into things there. 
We moved out here to escape all that fuss, and we would like to keep it that way.


Mitigation: Please see above.  In summary, the impact the lines will have to the whole 
natural environment in our area would be mitigated by keeping the lines right along 
Interstate 94, where no one travelling it will give it much notice, and where it will have
the lesser impact, and really not much of a new impact, on the natural environment of the 
quite and open countryside.


Submission date: Mon Jan 25 17:44:22 2010


This information has also been entered into a centralized database for future analysis.


For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact:
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Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: dsdmea6@aol.com


Sent: Wednesday, December 02, 2009 2:24 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Cc: dsdmea6@aol.com


Subject: Power lines
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2/8/2010


Hello, my name is Dave Ruprecht and I live southeast of Holdingford, directly in the path of the proposed power 
line. I can't stress enough my objections to the paths chosen for the power line. When I study the proposed 
routes, I can't seem to find any logic or common sense used when they were designed. My suggestion is to keep 
the power lines running along the I-94 corridor. Over 75% of the route follows the I-94 corridor, but for whatever 
reason it seems to end up going out to the middle of nowhere. Another reason for my objection to the northern 
alternate route is that last spring a 300 ft. communications tower was erected a half mile from my house. It is quite 
an eyesore. Now I find that a power line potentially could be built right next to my property. What are the odds of 
all this happening ?  Please use common sense in deciding where the route should go. Keep it along the I-94 


corridor. Thank you. ( Please email me if you have any questions or comments) 








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Saupe, Stephen [SSAUPE@csbsju.edu]


Sent: Friday, January 22, 2010 3:03 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Cc: Saupe, Stephen


Subject: TL-09-1056
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22 January, 2010 


  


David Birkholz, Project Manager  


Energy Facility Permitting  


Minnesota Department of Commerce  


85 7th Place East, Suite 500  


St. Paul, MN 55101-2198  


  


Dear Mr. Birkholz:                                                                    RE:  CapX2020 St. Cloud to Fargo 


  


I am writing to recommend that the CapX2020 transmission line should consider going south of St. 


Cloud on Highway 23 to Highway 55 (or another designated energy corridor) and then west until they 


can head back north on a designated energy corridor to I-94.  I believe that this is the best option 


because:   


  


1.      The I-94 corridor through the city of Avon is impractical, for the reasons stated in the meeting 


at the El Paso on 21 Jan; 


2.      The alternative  proposed routes around Avon are unacceptable because they do not follow 


designated trunk highway routes, will disturb too many farm sites and natural areas, and are 


along narrow township roads; 


3.      It will comply with the state mandate of keeping the lines in designated energy corridors of 


trunk highways and other designated routes; 


4.      Will affect fewer people; 


5.      Will ultimately be less expensive when one considers the cost of property acquisition and 


potential legal or political battles; and 


6.      Would solve the major problem of transecting a city since the Highway 23 corridor has already 


been cleared all the way Cold Spring.   


  


Sincerely, 


  


Stephen G. Saupe 


14493 325th St. 


St. Joseph, MN  56374 


(320) 356 – 2406  


  








Fargo to St. Cloud 345kV Transmission Line Project 


PUC Docket No. E002, ET2/TL-09-1056 


 


Mr. David Birkholz 


Energy Facility Permitting 


Minnesota Department of Commererce 


85 7
th


 Place East, Suite 500 


St Paul, MN 55101 


 


The Purpose of my comments is to identify potential alternatives to and impacts 


of the proposed project that should be fully addressed in the Environmental Report being 


prepared by the Department of Commerce. So please consider all that is mentioned 


below. 


  


      It makes no sense that the CapX2020 utilities didn’t consider an I-94 route from 


Freeport to St. Cloud. The DEIS has to include this as an alternative and provide detailed 


information on this potential route. In order not to create a straw man out of the I-94 


route, the DEIS should consider  slight deviations from the I-94 corridor and short 


stretches of underground power line in order to address particularly sensitive areas while 


keeping on the Interstate corridor as much as possible.  


 


   I support the recommendation of Stearns County in their letter of November 4, 


2009 that the preferred route be located as close to the current I-94 freeway corridor as 


possible in order to affect as few homes and businesses as possible. The DEIS must 


consider this alternative in the area from Freeport to St. Cloud. What the utilities 


proposed is incomplete and doesn’t fit state law.  


Potential environmental impacts must be carefully analyzed in the Environmental 


Report.  In order to reach a reasoned decision on weather to allow large industrial energy 


faculties to dominate the landscape across our land, we must first analyze what the 


environmental consequences might be and weather the trade off is justified.  


• Aesthetic impacts 


• Destruction of large blocks of forested areas 


• Threats to endangered species, flora, fauna 


• Impacts on cultural, historic and archeological resources 


• Wildlife refuges and production areas 


• Recreation areas 


• Electromagnetic fields 


• Farming interruptions 


• Industrialization of rural landscapes 


• Interference with radio, GPS, cell phone and TV signals 







• Forest fragmentation 


• Habitat protection areas 


• Migratory bird flyaways and food resources 


• Large wet land complexes, fens 


• Challenge to get heavy equipment into vast wetland complexes 


• Access roads are inadequate to support major equipment without significant 


upgrades 


• Spontaneous abortion  


• Children and the health effects  of electromagnetic fields 


 


 


 


Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 


Sincerely,   


 


 


      Jeff Blum 


      12708 COUNTY ROAD 160 


      ST. JOSEPH MN 56374 


 


 


 


 


 


















Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Ken Schindele [kernl@mycitescape.com]


Sent: Thursday, January 28, 2010 12:26 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM); Eknes, Bret (PUC)


Cc: dgorman378@aol.com; Jaime Warnert; lwsch@mycitescape.com


Subject: TL-09-1056 (CapX 2020)


Attachments: CapX 2020 Comments.pdf
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2/8/2010


Dear Mr. Birkholz and Mr. Eknes, 


  


On January 26, I FAXed and e-mailed 3 pages of comments to david.birkholz@state.mn.us and want to add one 


additional comment. 


  


I recently learned about Minnesota’s Policy on Non-proliferation: Minnesota Statute 216E.03 requires first 


consideration of potential routes that would use or parallel existing railroad & highway rights of way…such as 


the I-94 corridor.  42% of the North Route’s approximately 39 miles creates new Rights of Way via private parcel 


lines, a clear departure from Minnesota’s Policy on Non-proliferation.  This policy clearly supports my earlier 


requests to use the I-94 right of way, or to use the right of way on Stearns County Road 4 between Stearns 


County Road 2 and Stearns County Road 133. 


  


I am attaching a PDF file of my earlier comments so you may print and staple this e-mail to them. 


  


Thank you for your time and consideration. 


  


Ken Schindele 


33723  83rd Ave 


Saint Joseph, MN  56374 


Home: 320-253-3101 


Cell: 515-708-0957 




















Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Craig Damstrom [craigdamstrom@wisper-wireless.com]


Sent: Monday, February 08, 2010 10:57 AM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Cc: 'Kathy Damstrom'


Subject: Public Comment Form


Attachments: Full page photo print.pdf
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2/26/2010


Dear Mr. Birkholz,  
  
Please find attached my Public Comment   Form for the Fargo to St. Coud 345 kV transmission line project 
  
Also, please note that we have a 3 MW community wind project underway that will need site locations for the wind 
turbines in Sections 13, 23, 24, 25, and 26 of Hudson township..  A metreological tower has been installed and 
National Wind Assessment is doing a wind study over a 6 month period, starting October of 2009, to determine 
the best locations for the installation of the wind turbines. 
  
Thank you, 
Craig & Kathy Damstrom 
11542 co rd 17se 
Alexandria, Mn 56308 
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Birkholz, David (COMM)


From: Apache [apache@lmic.state.mn.us]
Sent: Thursday, January 21, 2010 4:36 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Schuneman Thu Jan 21 16:35:38 2010 ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


This public comment has been sent via the form at: 
www.energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/publicComments.html


You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project.  


Project Name: Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Project


Docket number: ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


User Name: Jeff Schuneman


County: 


City: St Joseph


Email: 


Phone: 


Impact:  There needs to be a environmental impact study done on how this will affect the 
St Wendel bog. This line passes thought it and there are plants located in there that are 
not found anywhere else in the world. Thanks Jeff  


Mitigation: Go around the bog.


Submission date: Thu Jan 21 16:35:38 2010


This information has also been entered into a centralized database for future analysis.


For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact:


Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us
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This public comment has been sent via the form at: www.energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/publicComments.html


You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project.  


Project Name: Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Project


Docket number: ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


User Name: Scott and Karen Dingman


County: Stearns County


City: St. Joseph


Email: bedrockranch@mywdo.com


Phone: (320) 251-0480


Impact:  Scott and I have worked very hard our entire lives to reach our dreams of the horse ranch we are 
currently at and plan on staying at the rest of our lives. We currently have a small power line running on our front 
line boardering County Road 2. I can not stand the looks of this small power line running through our property. 
During the nice weather, when we are sitting out on our patio enjoying our hard work and finally relaxing, there is 
occasionally a loud noice that occurs from the current tiny power line. It sounds like a MILLION LOCUS are 
invading our privacy. I simply could not imagine what a monstrous power line plus additional utilities that would 
follow would do to our hard earned tranquillity. We live out in the country to assure that these types of things would
not happen to us. We could not phantom the thought of having to look at something so ungodly ugly as the 
proposed power lines every day for the rest of our lives. We are told that the reason for the power line to be moved
from the I-94 corridor is because MNDOT does not want to disrupt the looks of the REST areas! Well I would 
rather that the people who are just driving through see a glimps of those ugly power lines. Then people who live 
here having to see them every single day. The I-94 corridor is just that! Stick to the corridor, that area of tranquility 
has already been ruined!!!! with the noise of the constant traffic. So what if the new humming powerlines are 
added there. They probably won't be able to hear the humming over the traffic anyway!!! We have also heard of 
stray voltage horrors. Where the stray voltage is KILLING off livestock!!! We have five horses, and although, they 
might just be horses to YOU!!! They are LOVING members of our family, that I will do ANYTHING for!
Keep the power lines on the right track - the I-94 corridor track!!!!!!! Where it belongs!!!! 
This was the original plan, and should be the only allowable route - stick with it!


Mitigation: Stick to the I-94 CORRIDOR the ONLY choice!!!!!!
Even though it goes through the outskirts of St. John's. This area is already ruined!!!! DO NOT ruin others!!!!!!


Submission date: Mon Jan 11 20:27:55 2010


This information has also been entered into a centralized database for 
future analysis.


For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact:


Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us


Page 1








Scott & Karen Dingman 


36532 County Road 2 


St. Joseph, MN  56374 


 


David Birkholz 


OES Permitting Staff Project Manager 


MN Department of Commerce 


85- 7
th


 Place East, Suite 500 


St. Paul, MN  55101 


 


RE: CAPX2020 
 


Scott and I have worked very hard our entire lives to reach our dreams of the horse ranch we are 


currently at and plan on staying at the rest of our lives. We currently have a small power line 


running on our front property line boarding County Road 2. I can not stand the looks of this small 


power line running through our property. During the nice weather, when we are sitting out on our 


patio enjoying our hard work and finally relaxing, there is occasionally a loud noise that occurs 


from this current tiny power line. It sounds like a MILLION LOCUS are invading our privacy. I 


simply could not imagine what a monstrous power line plus additional utilities that would follow 


would do to our hard earned tranquility. We live out in the country to assure that these types of 


things would not happen to us. We could not phantom the thought of having to look at something so 


ungodly ugly as the proposed power lines each and every day for the rest of our lives. We are told 


that the reason for the power line to be moved from the I-94 corridor is because MNDOT does not 


want to disrupt the looks of the REST areas! Well I would rather that the people who are just 


driving through see a glimpse of those ugly power lines and poles, then people who live here having 


to see them every single day. The I-94 corridor is just that! Stick to the corridor, that area of 


tranquility has already been ruined with the noise of the constant traffic. So what if the new 


humming power lines are added there. They probably won’t hear the humming over the traffic 


noise anyway!!! We have also heard of stray voltage horrors. Where the stray voltage is KILLING 


off livestock!!! We have five horses, and although, they might just be horses to YOU!!!! They are 


LOVING members of our family that I will do ANYTHING for! 


Keep the power lines on the right track – the I-94 corridor track!!!!! Where it belongs!!!!! 


This was the original plan, and should be the ONLY allowable route – stick with it! 


 


Even though it goes through the outskirts of St. John’s. This area is already ruined!!!! DO NOT 


ruin others!!!! 
 


 


SUGGESTION:   
 


TO HELP ALEVIATE ALL OF THE NEGATIVITY OF THE PLACEMENT OF THIS POWER 


LINE –  


 


I suggest that a ½ mile off each side of the power line, the entire way, that each residence (property 


owner) within that 1 mile width location receive FREE Electricity for the entire time that power 


line is there. This means that this benefit would be transferable to any new owner of said property. 


This would help with the depreciation and re-sale value of the properties that this power line will 


affect. 


 


Then see who volunteers their property for placement of this power line!!!! 


This option will give you a better outcome on people’s disapprovals of the route! You might even 


get volunteers allowing you to run through their properties! 


 







Scott and I will still NOT be one of them. 


 


 


 


 


 








Schwalbe2_Tue Jan 12 200943 2010 ET2 E002TL-09-1056.txt
From: Apache [apache@lmic.state.mn.us]
Sent: Tuesday, January 12, 2010 8:10 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Schwalbe Tue Jan 12 20:09:43 2010 ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


This public comment has been sent via the form at: www.energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/publicComments.html


You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project.  


Project Name: Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Project


Docket number: ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


User Name: Lisa  Schwalbe


County: Stearns County


City: Avon


Email: stevelisa9@aol.com


Phone: 3203567316


Impact:  First and for most,my son and daughter have siesures and I'm affraid the EMF's will have a negitive 
impact on their health.  The property value of my home and five acres will be dramattically decreased.  The extra 
cost of detourring off I-94 will also effect everybody that chooses to use electricity.  I feel the quality of life should 
be taken into consideration by using the existing corridor I-94 Thanks for your time.    


Mitigation: Please consider using the existing corridor I-94 through the Avon - St.Johns area or the wobegon trail.  
Thanks for your concideration.  


Submission date: Tue Jan 12 20:09:43 2010


This information has also been entered into a centralized database for future analysis.


For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact:


Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us
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Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: tdrake (Clearwire) [tdrake@clearwire.net]


Sent: Saturday, February 06, 2010 6:19 AM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM); northrca@yahoo.com


Subject: TL-09-1056


Page 1 of 2


2/26/2010


Dear Mr. Birkholz, 
  
I've written previously regarding my opposition to the proposed CAPX2020 route, which includes a 
wide path along County Road 2 north of St. Joseph that would threaten my own home and farm. I would 
like to write to offer some additional reasons why I am opposed to this route, and to again ask that the 
existing I-94 or Lake Wobegone Trail corridor be utilized rather than establishing new corridors that cut 
through and cross over private land. 
  
We are located on a hobby farm, five miles north of St. Joseph. When we sit on our porch or in our front 
yard, we already have the view of an existing transmission line across County Road 2, to our West. I 
would hate to think of yet another transmission line either passing over our home and farm, or marring 
our views to the east. 
  
To our west, is a large wetland area, which sandhill cranes and other fowl utilize throughout the year. If 
a transmission line were to cut across that area, it would threaten the wildlife and habitat of that area. 
  
If the transmission line were moved further east on the route, it would pass directly over our home or 
farmland, threatening the health not only of my wife and five children, but also of our livestock. I am 
also concerned about the transmission line's impact on the aesthetic beauty of our farmland and impact 
on our home and land values. 
  
If we have no choice in this matter, then I would suggest that the transmission line be placed as far east 
along the proposed route as possible. On our land, for example, which is certified organic, we have a 
barrier strip of land which runs along the field, running north to south, which is not actively farmed. 
That strip lies just to the east of the fenceline and provides a barrier between our organic field and the 
neighboring field to the east. Land such as that, or even further to the east, would be the least disruptive 
for a transmission line. Understand that I am completely opposed to the proposed north routes.  
  
As you cross the state, by and large, transmission lines such as these follow existing routes, especially 
highways and freeways. I strongly believe that I-94 or the Lake Wobegone Trail needs to be considered 
more seriously for this transmission line. In driving the I-94 route, I cannot believe that it would impact 
as much farmland, wetlands, and trees as the proposed route, which is nearly twice as long and would 
impact nearly twice as many homes, farms, and families. 
  
The I-94 route or Lake Wobegone Trail would be the shortest and most cost effective route, and would 
make the most sense in terms of impacting the fewest number of people. It is ridiculous that the 
Department of Transportation doesn't want the transmission line to cross its Rest Area on I-94. Wouldn't 
it be better for the line to impact a government agency rather than hundreds of family farms? 
  
To cut across our property and create new corridors goes against the state's non-proliferation policy. 
Please see that the I-94 route or Lake Wobegone Trail route, with slight deviations, are added to the mix 
and given equal consideration. 







  
Thank you for your time and consideration. 
  
Tim Drake 
35474 County Road 2 
Saint Joseph, MN 56374 
  
320-230-1881 
tdrake@clearwire.net 
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This public comment has been sent via the form at: www.energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/publicComments.html


You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project.  


Project Name: Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Project


Docket number: ET2, E002/TL-09-1056


User Name: Lisa Schwalbe


County: Stearns County


City: Avon


Email: stevelisa9@aol.com


Phone: 320-356-7316


Impact:   Eight years ago my husband and I built our dream home on land we bought from my mother and 
father-in-law's century farm.  We built a rambler style house with main floor laundry with the intent to retire here 
someday.  I fear the 175 foot power line will destroy all we have worked for.  Together with our 4 and 2 year old 
children we planted about 40 trees on our property that we will not get to see grow. We will have to move as we 
fear for the health of our children who already deal with seizures.  We will also miss out on the sight of watching 
turtles cross 360th street Avon MN where they would cross to lay their eggs.  This is something my husbnd has 
enjoyed as a child but my children will only see  until the 345kilovolt transmissionn line puts an end to it.  The turtle
survived crossing the road for years yet will not survive 345 kilovolts ripping through their bodies.  These turtles 
were listed on the special concern list back in 1984.  Who will protect these concerned species?    
  If it has to come down my dead end road and my house or my neighbors house has to go,I would rather you tear 
my home down and pay us a fair price.  I sadly say tear my home down because I will not let my children live by 
this cancer causing line and I feel nobody else will want to buy it either.  Also how will the farmers be compensated
for the loss of milk production and their sick cattle.  We all depend on farmers to survive somhow!!   


Mitigation: Their is a better route than the preferred route.  This route would run south of I94 from freeport to 
St.cloud and would follow a 400 kilo volt transmision line,also it is an existing corridor.  Please take time to review 
these reports and make the right decision as many lives and livelyhoods depend on your choice.  Thanks Lisa 
Schwalbe


Submission date: Sat Feb  6 20:51:19 2010


This information has also been entered into a centralized database for 
future analysis.


For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact:


Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us
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