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BoeckmanATT00001.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: erin  boeckman


County: Stearns County


City: st joseph


Email: eboeckman@hotmail.com


Phone: 320-761-4409


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 have started our dream business, and if this project goes through we could lose everything we have.  We dont
have the money to start up somewhere else.  I am also concerned about the health effects this will have on our 
family as well as the people around us, since it will be soooo close to our homes.  


Thank you 


Erin N Boeckman


Mitigation: 


Submission date: Tue Feb  9 10:56:49 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








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Eric Brown [eric@landelements.com]


Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2010 10:47 AM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: CapX2020 Opposition letter


Page 1 of 2


3/1/2010


10 Tallgrass Trail 


Horace, ND 58047 


  


February 10, 2010 


  


David Birkholz, Project manager 


Energy Facility Permitting 


Minnesota Department of Commerce 


85 7th Place East, Suite 500 


St. Paul, MN 55101-2198 


(651) 296-2878 


David.birkholz@state.mn.us 


  


RE: MN PUC Docket TL-09-1056, CapX2020 Fargo – St. Cloud Transmission line 


  


  


Dear David Birkholz,  


  


Thanks for the opportunity to voice my opposition to the proposed route for the CaxX2020 345 kV 


transmission line between Fargo and St. Cloud. I request that a more suitable alternative spur be found 


connecting the I-94 corridor and the North Dakota – Minnesota border. 


  


Although I am in opposition to this particular route for several reasons, first and foremost is the impact of 


the transmission lines on my family and property. The proposed route will be in very close proximity and 


cross my property directly adjacent to where my residence is situated. Aside from the known and unknown 


health concerns with high voltage transmission lines, they will also have negative visual impacts on the 


scenic rural landscape within my property.  


  


My property along this proposed route falls near the Red River on the Minnesota side, and both sides of the 


corridor on the North Dakota side. Currently this corridor has no above ground power or telephone lines 


within it. 


  


I have undertaken significant natural restoration projects on my property, including wetland re-


establishment, extensive native prairie and tree plantings, as well as property improvements associated 


with a working ranch and farm. This property, as well as other properties adjacent to the Red River, is 


unique as it is predominantly wooded in an otherwise treeless landscape. I can only imagine the visual 


destruction with the addition of 175’+ utility towers erected within this unique and beautiful property. 


  


Siting Minnesota Statute 216E.03, I would urge you to require a more thorough review, guided by the 


State’s goals to “conserve resources, minimize environmental impacts, (and) minimize human settlement 







and other land use conflicts” when considering transmission line routes. 


  


I am strongly opposed to this crossing, especially knowing better alternatives exist to the south, further 


from current and future population growth of the Fargo-Moorhead metro area. I, along with my neighbors, 


will surely become active in opposing this route. 


  


Respectfully submitted, 


  


Doug Burgum 


Minnesota & North Dakota landowner 
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DincauATT00001.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: Mike Dincau


County: Stearns County


City: Avon


Email: mikedi5@hotmail.com


Phone: 320-356-7735


Impact:  Please reconsider the Preffered Route leaving the I94 corridor in the Freeport area to South St Cloud.  
Leaving I-94 would have a considerable impact on thousands of people, property values, and an immeasurable 
impact on the nature and rich history of the area. 
From a residential standpoint it is really incomprehensible to think that this would be a viable option, and that a 
better option to stay on I94 isn't within reach.


Mitigation: Please consider the following alternative from the Freeport/Melrose area to South St Cloud:


Stay on the I-94 corridor with:
~ Short undergrounding in probelm areas (Avon lakes area, Rest Area near Avon, etc)
 
While undergrounding is more expensive, over the long term these expenses can be more than compensated for, 
and theses costs are minor when compared to the cost of life changes it would bring to the people effected by the 
current Preffered Route. 


Submission date: Tue Feb  9 10:11:41 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: Julie at Gold Meadows [julie@goldmeadows.com]


Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2010 10:01 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: Dangerous


Page 1 of 1


3/1/2010


Mr. Birkholz, 
  
I know I have wrote to you in the past about the concerns about the TL-09-1056 project.  My family owns Gold 
Meadows Hunting Preserve and we are very worried about our business.  It is very dangerous to have poles go 
through our hunting fields.  You have to think about the safety of our hunters also.  The chance BB could bounce 
off these towers is great.  I would hate to see someone get hurt when this could follow the 94 corridor.  Also, there 
is a hunting preserve law passed also.   
  
I also don't want power poles going through or by my house.  We have many wet lands in the area and I would 
hate to see them ruined.  We have worked very hard to preserve them so the future can have them to hunt and 
enjoy the wildlife. 
  
I'm also concerned about the humming noise and the electromagnetic fields.  We train dogs year around and 
extra noise and interference with our electronics we use is a great concern.   
  
I hope you check into all of this, especially the bill that was passed to protect hunting preserves.  My family has 
owned and operated this business for more than 40 years and would hate to have to shut it down.  each year we 
provide great enjoyment for many families.   
  
Thanks 
Julie Doubek 
Gold Meadows Hunting Preserve 
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February 9, 2010 


 


 


David Birkholz 


OES Permitting Staff Project Manager 


MN Department of Commerce 


85 7th Place East,. Suite 500 


St. Paul, MN 55101 


 


Subject: TL-09-1056 


 


Dear Mr. Birkholz: 


 


On Saturday October 4th I received a packet of information from your office.  This packet contained 


information on notice of filing for a rate permit application and purposed routes included in the Fargo-


St. Cloud 345 kV transmission line. Please include my concerns for the draft EIS.  


 


CONCERN: I-94 route from Freeport to St. Cloud.   


 


This route should be include as an alternative.  In order to make a rational decision on route selection 


please provide detailed information on this route potential.  Without this detail we risk the route 


selection becoming a political solution and not based on rational criteria.  A fair and accurate evaluation 


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


order to address particularly sensitive areas while paralleling the Interstate corridor as much as possible. 


 


CONCERN: The implementation of underground transmission technology.  


 


 I gave verbal comments at the St. Joe 1:30 meeting requesting a special taskforce be organized to 


analyze the underground technology that now exist.  Underground technology would  be used  to 


address the problematic areas of the I-94 route from Freeport to St. Cloud.  I submitted an article from 


Burns & McDonnell a company known to Excel that has several years of experience in underground 


transmission technology.  In addition I requested the information that was being referenced by Mr. Lahr 


on underground technology to be dated.  The reason for the request was not to dispute Mr. Lahr 


comments as those comments are from  the same information data base used by Excel in other projects.  


An example of this is found in my analysis of the Hiawatha project with the link of 


http://www.xcelenergy.com/SiteCollectionDocuments/docs/HiawathaOverheadvsUnderground.pdf  


 


The challenge of the purposed taskforce is to go beyond what has been to what may be.  It would be my 


expectation that this new task force be charged with the undertaking to do an exhaustive and far-


reaching census of companies and technology available.  A natural place for this responsibility would be 


with the state of Minnesota through one of its specialized departments.  A department whose mission 


would be harmonious  for such a task.  We have much documentation on Excels position and they would 


be an important member of task force but would not take a leadership role due to  the fact that their 


profit goals may taint and limit our ability to conceptualize the best possible outcomes for the citizens of 


Minnesota.    
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Additional expectations would include research from states such as Connecticut who have required 


underground applications for several of their projects.  Connecticut laws such as but not limited to Conn. 


Stat. 16-50P should be referenced for possible insight on potential applications to Minnesota. 


 


 The potential cost objection to undergrounding that is used over and over by Excel in similar projects  


needs to be challenged.  It seems that the attorney general's office should have an oversight role on any 


cost objections to insure that the interest of the citizens of Minnesota are always paramount. The 


undergrounding transmission issue is an issue in the public interest and completely congruent with the 


mission of the attorney general's office.  Minnesota has very specific laws on non-proliferation for 


placing new transmission lines.  The application of underground technology to short alternative 


segments in the problematic area around Avon will give integrity to these specific non- proliferation 


laws.  We understand the issue of being prudent with cost analysis and would welcome consideration 


for exploring availability of government stimulus monies for underground transmission project.   This 


task force could be structured similar to the ATF.  Members: NGO (AHI, NoRCA) PUC, 1-2 interested 


citizens, state legislator, rep from Governors office, energy company, OES.  Limited to no more than 15 


members. 


 


The Hiawatha project link reference in this segment provides a basis to dispute common objections and 


demand answers to hard questions from Excel on their reasons not to adopt underground transmission 


technology.   


 


CONCERN: Shepard Lake a documented sensitive area. 


 


 In a correspondence to your office was a five page document with letters and maps dated October 29, 


2009.  In this letter were discussed several issues all of which still concern me.  I highlighted the Shepard 


Lake area.  The document had two maps attached.  One map was the sensitive areas-Brockway 


Township, Sections 29-32 and the other was a map showing Shepard Lake being a little over 2 miles 


from the rare St. Wendel  Bog area which is a designated scientific and wildlife management area.  


Concern is of the impact on sensitive areas of Brockway Township, Sections 29-32 and northwest St. 


Wendel Township line, Sections 5 & 6. 


 


 This susceptible area is a remnant of the St. Wendel Bog area (please reference my October 29 


document for additional documentation and maps).  St. Wendel Bog is well documented to be 


the rarest of the rare areas left in the United States.  This small distance between the two areas 


results in Shepard Lake being an important migration and nesting supplement to the extremely 


rare and unique wildlife and birds that reside in the St. Wendel Bog area. Available use of 


existing methods and available technology to mitigate avian collisions would lack application in 


this flyway due to the rare and unique birds that have been documented and referenced.  As an 


example Avon Hills Initiative has referenced in the exception document for this route the various 


unique birdlife. That report is very good however it does not document the nocturnal bird 


populations.  We have observed at least four different species of owls all of which seem to be 


quite plentiful.  


 


The purposed route goes along 380th street following the Brockway and St. Wendel township 


lines which would be the southern perimeter of Shepard Lake  and then take a north route along 


the  eastern perimeter of Shepard Lake.   This 2-3 mile segment must be eliminated.  The total 


segment is unacceptable as the field along the south perimeter (St. Wendel Township Sections 5 
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& 6) is an important flyway and feeding area.  The line obviously cannot go to the north as you 


move closer to the wetland and run into a home and building site.  In addition Shepard Lake has 


a 1,000' set back requirement.  This set back runs into the purposed route. Since this sensitive 


area is part of a very rare ecosystem the lines must be rerouted avoiding sections 29-32 of 


Brockway and the northwestern part of St. Wendel, Sections 5&6.  The best option would be to 


follow an existing corridor such as I-94.   


 


Shepard Lake is a large lacustrine wetland which has tremendous value for recreation such as 


canoeing, birding, and photography.  In addition it has potential to support significant waterfowl 


habitat when it is restored.  I am passionate about the restoration of Shepard Lake and want to 


get it right.  This 264 acre environmental gem has great potential and must have the highest 


protection as it will be a wonderful resource with many applications.  Applications that rarely 


present themselves these days. 


 


I have been in communication on potential restoration ideas with Ms. Margaret Levin State 


Director Sierra Club North Star Chapter 2327 E. Franklin Ave. Suite 1, Minneapolis MN 55406, 


and Mr. John Haffley, U.S. Fish & Wildlife 22274 615 Avenue Litchfield. Audubon society Mr. 


Mark Martell, and  Avon Hills Initiative Mr. Peter Dwyer are both in the process of being 


contacted as a potential resource.  These last two individuals schedules and mine have not been 


able to come together as of this writing however email or telephone messages have been 


initiated.  In addition the latest communication was received from:  


Steve Erickson 


Private Lands Biologist 


U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 


Litchfield Wetland Management District 


22274 615th Avenue 


Litchfield, MN 55355 


320-693-2849 


steven_erickson@fws.gov 


 


In his letter Mr. Erickson states his eagerness to work on the restoration project of Shepard Lake.  


Letter available upon request.  


 


Concern: EMF impact on human health.   
 


 We may have family members with delicate health that increases our level of concern.  As home 


owners we have the right to require CapX2020 to buy our homes and acreages if we choose.  


This right to require purchase is found in specific Minnesota Statutes which address this issue. 


 


A medical evaluation task force needs to address the EMF issue.  Those of us who are over five 


decades can remember the tobacco companies citing numerous industry funded experts that 


stated tobacco when used in a responsible manner by adults posed no documented harm.  I can 


vividly remember this paradox as I observed my grandfather dying of emphysema.  Today it is 


the same strategy used by the soft-drink industry on the risk of pancreatic cancer when disputing 


a University of Minnesota study that suggests a significant link exist that increases pancreatic 


cancer.  We have industry funded experts running around stating that prior studies in general 
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have found no significant effect of soda drinks.  This same often used strategy is being used by 


Excel in the EMF controversy. Their industry funded expert is disputing the seriousness of EMF. 


A WHITE PAPER ON ELECTRIC AND MAGNETIC FIELD (EMF)POLICY AND 


MITIGATION OPTIONS PREPARED BY the Minnesota State Interagency Working Group on 


EMF issues September 2002 is added for reinforcement by Excel funded experts.  See link 


http://energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/documents/EMF%20White%20Paper%20-


%20MN%20Workgroup%20Sep%202002.pdf  The problem is, as history clearly shows, that 


when research conflicts with exploitative business models such as that of Excel the goal becomes  


to stifled new and conflicting research that is not in Excel's best profit interest.  The challenge of 


the EMF medical evaluation task force would be to evaluate additional sources of research.  Dr. 


David Carpenters research on EMF should be recognized and evaluated.  Dr. Carpenters direct 


testimony can be found;  PUC DOCKET NO. ET2/TL-08-1474 AND OAH DOCKET NO. 7-


2500-20283-2  The task force will find a 76 page document on his research on EMF.  This 


information needs to be part of the calculus on EMF.  The task force would include but not be 


limited to medical researchers, attorney general medical representative, specialist on childhood 


leukemia, etc.  The EMF medical taskforce would make a statement on their findings on EMF.  


This would insure that the citizens of Minnesota interest are paramount over profits.  
 


Concern : Contiguous Land rights. 


 


CapX2020 should include methods for compensation to contiguous land owners who are harmed 


by a neighboring power line.  The situation exists that a contiguous land owner has all of the 


consequences, receives no communication, and will not be compensated.  There are many 


examples where the contiguous land owner has even greater damage than the landowner upon 


which the pole resides.  Example the poles go in a 160 acre farms back 40.  This pole is several 


thousand feet from the farmers home and building site.  The adjacent farm has a home built on a 


20 acre building spot and his/her home is only 100 feet from his neighbors power line.  The 


farmer receives compensation, communication, and has much less of the consequences then his 


neighbor. The neighbor without the power line had nothing and no legal recourse.  CapX2020 


needs to be held responsible for all of their destruction. 
 


Concern: Certified Organic Agricultural Farming Practices. 


 


CapX2020 has the responsibility to use the same level  of care that is required to keep the land certified 


organic.  It must in addition recognize the individualized Organic System Plan (OSP) to the certification 


process.  The application of Prohibited Substances such as no herbicides, pesticides, fertilizers, or seed 


unless approved by the organic farmer.  CapX2020 needs to include additional language such as is found 


in Appendix B: Mitigative  Actions for Organic Agricultural Land Introduction link    


http://www.capx2020.com/Images/ag_mitigation_plan_09.2009.pdf   It is the intent an Agriculture 


Mitigation Plan approved by the Minnesota Department of Agriculture be referenced and implemented. 


 


Concern: Organic Agricultural and gardening non-certified. 


 


Organic farming  for us is a hobby and not done for profit.  All of our extra organic apples, eggs, garden 


produce, etc. are given to friends and family.  As retirement approaches we will be planning for a surplus  


for example of organic apples.  These apples will be given to organizations such as the Food for Folk 


program.  The purpose of the Food for Folk is to give our best food that we can produce to the poorest 
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among us.  Another example is my method of egg  production that uses large fence areas, small flock, 


organic chicken food, no light supplementations, hand pulled virgin prairie grass for greens in their diet, 


fresh water daily, and wood chips for the cleanest possible environment.  These eggs are of such a high 


quality that they are not marketable at their true cost of production.   


 


 In addition we  have a substantial investment  allocated to this hobby.  A special barn was  built for our 


organic operation and considerable amount of  fencing was needed. For many individuals like myself 


organic gardening becomes  a way of life issue. I should not have to compromise retirement goals and 


give up this important hobby.  Non certified organic farming requires the same protection as certified 


organic farming. CapX2020 has the knowledge, ability, and desire to work with certified  organic 


agricultural practices they can easily expand and transfer this to organic growers in general.  


Certification cannot be used as a requirement for small non profitable organic operations. 


 


 This organic certification requirement should not be used to avoid additional cost that is associated 


with CapX2020. The denial of protection to small scale non-profitable farms  is analogous to the 


following made-up asinine scenario.  The laws to protect domestic animals such as dogs and cats from 


abuse will only  be obtainable to those animals that are certified by such agencies as the American 


Kennel Club as a true breed.  This would be a ridiculous law but no different in intent than not offering 


protection to non certified organic growers.  We have taken extreme actions to protect our organic 


values and way of life.  The old fence rows are maintained with indigenous 40 foot high trees and over 


100  feet of native brush and plants.  This is done to provide an effective physical barrier from  adjacent 


fields chemical drift.  With aerial spraying for your 175' poles using industrial strength chemicals I would 


be overpowered in controlling toxic drift and my small scale organic production would vanish.  In 


addition small scale organic production has educational value and role modeling value for future of 


organic farming.  This value is best represented  in the fact that Minnesota is a leader  in states with 


organic farming.  A survey by the U.S. Department of Agriculture shows that Minnesota ranks among the 


top ten states with a production of over $69 million in sales in 2008. The value of all organic farming is 


irrefutable.  


 


Concern:  Metal Buildings 


 


We have two very nice Morton buildings on our land.  We would never have built these if it was known 


that a 175' high power lines would be nearby.  These building since they are metal must have special 


grounding or the EMF will make them practically worthless.  One building is a beautiful small barn that  


houses our organic operation.  The other building is a  future woodworking shop and a old car 


restoration project area.  With the EMF problems with steel  these buildings will  be of marginal value.  


We have worked hard all of our lives and planned for retirement and now these lifelong dreams will not 


be possible.  For example I have owned my old car since 1965 and thought it had a home in my new 


building but now CapX2020 is trying to turn my old car into an orphan.  I can't believe I may have to 


entertain the thoughts of selling it after all of these years.  Capx2020 needs to compensate for way of 


life issues that will be lost. 


 


Concern: Economic impact: 


 


The research is very clear that a negative loss of property value is substantial.  The purposed route has 


several homes on smaller land plots 5-60 acres which would be extremely vulnerable for a loss .  Many 


of the original farm homes have had extensive remolding and it would be nearly impossible to recoup 
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the original investment.   I am very exposed along with many others for a substantial loss.  CapX2020 


must realize that most of us will not want to live close to their power lines.   


 


Concern:  Electronic interference. 


 


We can expect not to have to comprise our TV, radio, WIFI networks.  My wife and I depend on high 


speed internet connections.  This may or may not interfere with internet today  but how about future 


technology? Nobody can be certain that a EMF issue will not be a concern in the very near future.    


 


Concern:  Future zoning and infrastructure. 


 


This will only be the beginning for the right away easements are available to be used for future 


infrastructure needs. 


 


Concern: investment recovery 


 


 We have made  substantial investments  in geothermal technology for our home.  This investment was 


contingent upon planning to live in our home many more years.  If we decide we want to move how will 


these types of investments be recovered? 


 


I am opposed to this project and feel that at a time when our energy policy is evolving and in a state of 


transition we need to postpone a project of such large magnitude.  CapX2020 will have untold significant 


negative consequences impacting human and environmental life for decades to come.    


 


 


Sincerely, 


 


 


Dave Ebaugh 


12992 380th Street 


Avon, MN 56310 








David Birkholz 


OES Permitting Staff Project Manager 


MN Department of Commerce 


85 7th Place East,. Suite 500 


St. Paul, MN 55101 


 


Subject: TL-09-1056 


 


Dear Mr. Birkholz: 


 


It seems like only yesterday that we looked for a place to build our home.  Because of my job  we 


decided to drive only twenty minutes from the hospital.  We drove in all directions but loved the land 


we found here near St. Wendel.  We loved it so much that we put an ad in the paper and found a piece 


of land just a little beyond our twenty minute limit.  I was pregnant when we first walked these 60 acres 


of woods and wetland and dream of the home we would build and the family we would raise here.  It 


was spring and the red winged blackbirds were noisy; the blue flag iris in bloom. 


 


Our sons have grown up here and make daily walks down to the wetlands.  We see raccoons, fox, 


turkeys, badgers, deer and many kinds of waterfowl.  Last summer our sons spotted a young bobcat in a 


tree and it was kind enough to stay there until we could see it as well.  The boys sit in their deer stands 


and watch the nesting Sandhill Cranes on Shepard Lake.  Last summer we had eight nesting pairs! 


 


We have respected the land.  We recycled before our trash service provided recycling.  My sons really 


think I am old when I tell them I picked up trash during the first ever Earth Day, and I am really in trouble 


if I come home with groceries in a plastic sack rather than the reusable cloth ones I carry in my purse.  


We have decreased our fuel consumption drastically by installing a geothermal system. 


 


These are some of the reasons it pains me to see the new route planned for CapX2020; the new power 


line being strung across Minnesota.  A new line to carry the old dirty technology of coal.  A new line that 


if the latest "preferred" route is used comes down our driveway then makes a sharp turn north to cross 


the wetlands.  You see, there are laws about how close you can build or have farm animals to a wetland.  


Apparently those laws don't apply to power companies.  It would be a travesty if these power lines are 


allowed in this rare and vital habitat. 


 


The state has already acquired the land along I-94 and would need fewer additional easements if they 


hold to this, their original route.  Areas of difficulty could be managed by underground placement of 


lines.  This is more expensive in the short term but would decrease the amount of property the state 


would need to obtain and the number of families put at risk.  Underground lines minimize 


electromagnetic fields to protect our families and wildlife.  They are mandatory in some states. 


 


I support the recommendations 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 to affect as few homes and 


business as possible. 


 


Ideally we would spend more of our time and energy supporting the development of alternative clean 


energy sources.  The very fact that no one wants these lines on their land should tell us that we are 


spending billions to build infrastructure that is outdated and unsafe.  


 







Sincerely, 


 


 


Vickie Ebaugh 


12992 380th Street 


Avon, MN 56310 


 

















RE: TL-09-1056 


 


February 10, 2010 


 


Judge Richard C. Luis 


Office of Administrative Hearings 


 


Dear Judge Richard C. Luis, 


 


The decision to run 175 foot power lines along our property is an abominable one at that. To 


even begin explaining why would require a much lengthier elucidation than such, so to start let 


me paint you a picture. 


 


We have been looking for property like this since 1984 and finally found it on the edge of the 


Red River, only 5 miles south of the cities of Fargo, ND and Moorhead, MN.  For the past 


seventeen years our family has been the proud tenants, grooming this beautiful plot of land we 


enjoy calling home. We are protected from all sides by a growing variety of trees, wild berries 


and natural grasses’s and appreciate the scenes surrounding wilderness has to offer. It is no rare 


occasion to have deer, wild turkeys or pheasants meandering across the lawn or on the inviting 


trails that have been carefully placed through the trees. We do not own lake property so an 


extraordinary amount of time, effort, and expense has gone into planning every detail of our yard 


from the curve of our driveway right down to the very last pine to make it as enjoyable and 


welcoming as possible with a picturesque view at any angle.  We run a family business here as 


well and have a design studio in the center of this inspiring property. 


 


 Finding property like this in the prairies is a rarity. The areas away from the river are open 


prairie, so our trees and underbrush combined with our neighbor’s woods south of County road 8 


and west of us across the Red River sustain most of the deer and wildlife in our area including a 


family of bald eagles that nest in the center of all this, right on the proposed route. It provides us 


with secluded hunting and fishing opportunities for my family on our own property. Wooded 


hunting property has become very scarce and increasingly expensive to rent.    To remove any 


amount of trees that took so long to develop would greatly affect the habitat, the natural view, 


and consequently our lifestyle.  The proposed route could not have been picked more reckless.  


 


As a Minnesota resident I should not have to worry about the more than obvious concerns that 


others have already written to you about. I feel anyone could understand quite well how the 


distracting site of power lines decimates a gorgeous view, reducing property value, or the 


constant hum ruins a quiet afternoon outdoors. Not to mention the fact that power lines are the 


latest targets for terrorism and vandalism. Also, we are well aware of the interrupting 


maintenance, safety issues, and damage to the environment. The business ethics are also in 


question. By not notifying anyone involved in North Dakota of this route till recently has already 







created animosity towards their Minnesota neighbors. Most are convinced that attempts were 


made to quickly close the deal with the Minnesota commission so it will be easier to shove an 


established route onto them later. 


 


Judge Luis, if any individual were to make public all the names and addresses of all those 


responsible for this, including their sons and daughters and organize a committee to create 


negative aspects to their homes and community so the group could profit, they would all be 


arrested instantly.  And yet we all have to jump through all these worrisome hoops, in hopes of 


convincing a state commission not to authorize someone else from doing that very same thing to 


our homes and communities.  My kids are watching me pleading with one man to stop another 


from tromping on our home and unlike high school; the only punch I get to throw is this 


humiliating letter. That is not how our time or what emanate domain should be used for. I read a 


lot of other people’s comments and I understand the need for progress and systems, but with the 


way the economy is, why would anyone want to disrupt and hurt so many people across 


Minnesota and North Dakota right now? 


 


 


Sincerely, 


 


 


Clifford Enns 


164 110
th


 Ave. South 


Moorhead, MN 56560 


 


 


 








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: fjettel [fjettel@albanytel.com]


Sent: Tuesday, February 09, 2010 11:24 AM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: Capx2020


Page 1 of 1


3/1/2010


Dear Mr Birkholz, 
We live in Freeport right along the interstate.  We did not get to the last meeting in Melrose and have since heard 
that the route may now be following the interstate even though the last newsletter we received stated that it would 
taking an either north or south route around the town of Freeport. 
We have lived here for almost 40 years raising our children and are now retired and had intended to remain in our 
home for many more years.  We have remodeled it and extensively and do not want to have to move if the 
powerline comes right thru our front yard.   
Please reconsider and go around the town of Freeport as was originally decided. 
Thank You. 
Fred and Judy Ettel 
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Birkholz, David (COMM)


From: Farry, Joe [JPFarry@csbsju.edu]
Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2010 9:13 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: TL-09-1056


Attachments: Tile 1 8.pdf; Tile 1 9a.pdf


Tile 1 8.pdf Tile 1 9a.pdf


Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on the routing of
345 KV line fromn St. Cloud to Fargo.


We live within a 1/4 mile of I 94, near the convergence of Hwy 75. The area is known 
locally as "Collegeville" even though  we are located in St. Wendel Twn. We live on Old 
Collegeville Rd which runs dead end at the walking bridge over I 94.  We are the last 
house on the western side of the road before the walking bridge. .


It is difficult to utilize your on-line maps to illustrate my concerns. Our area is 
divided between Tile 1 8 and Tile 1 9. I have included both as attachments.


Tile 1 9 shows the proposed transmission line from the QUARRY substation westward. We know
that there will be growing pressure to reconsider placing the line exclusively in I 94 
corridor. Your map shows two potential alternative routes, both of which adversely affect 
the "Collegeville neighborhood"--13 to17 families depending how you count.


 We raised the following  issues at the public hearings conducted by XCEL. 


Route 1: the proposed route  goes north from the I 94/St Joe exit. It follows St Joe Twn 
section lines  8/9 and 4/5. (There are at least three homesteads located close to these 
section lines, as well as a cell phone tower.  The line would cross Hwy 75 east of 115th 
Ave, intersect with the Woebegon Bike trail and follow the old railroad ROW. Following 
this route, the power line would endanger four homes that are adjacent to the intersection
of Collegeville Rd (frontage road) and Old Collegeville Rd.(Section 32, St Wendel Twn)  
Three of these homes are over a 100 years old and the 4th is built on the site of an old 
hotel.There is an historical marker along the Woebegon Trail at this point identifying the
site of the Collegeville station and its historical importance. There is no way the 
transmission line can go through this "squeeze  point" without sacrificing existing homes.
The squeeze results from the ROW of Collegeville Road and Old Collegeville Rd,  the 
railroad ROW, and the ROW of a electrical distribution line.  


Route 2: This proposed route stays within the ROW of I 94. The challenge is to thread the 
line past the complexintersection of Hwy 75 and I 94. West bound I 94 is on a curved "fly-
over>" (A rather dangerous section of highway, by the way.) If the transmission running 
along I 94 from the Quarry substation were to stay along the westbound lanes, it probably 
would have to be directed to the each so that it could cross Hwy 75 when it is a unified 
4-lane highway, rather than two separated roads. That would put the line near 115 Ave as 
it crosses Hwy 75). If the the transmission line followed this track it would run on the 
north side of I94 as the interstate makes a sharp turn to the west. There are woods along 
the northern edge of  I 94 at this point. Where the walking bridge is located(the dead end
of Old Collegeville Rd--Section 31, St Wendel Twn) there would be a house in the 
transmission line's ROW. The next big challenge on the north side of I 94 is to get past 
the St John's exit with its off ramps and converging frontage road (Collegeville Rd.) John
Huls runs a good sized trucking operation just off the frontage road and any proposed 345 
kv line would probably have to run through his property.  (There isn't enough room, in my 
judgment, to run the line between I 94, the off ramp and the frontage road. This would 
require  the transmission line to go northeast of frontage road.


I could be decided that the line would stay on the west side of I 94 as it following the 
instate north from the Quarry substation. That would make it easier to get past the Hwy 75
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interchange. But when I 94 makes its turn to the west, the power line would be south of I 
94, right in the midst of the St. John's woods.  I am sure that representatives of St. 
John's can explain better than I can how such a route would effect their woods, wet lands 
and entrance.


Thank you for the opportunity to share these comments.


Joe Farry
12614 Old Collegeville Rd
St Joseph Mn 56374
320 363 8197
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Areas outside these routes are not exempt from further analysis during the state regulatory process.
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Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: lenore felix [mlfelix@earthlink.net]


Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2010 9:28 AM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056


Page 1 of 1


3/1/2010


Dear Mr. Birkholz: 
  
My husband and I live along the southern route of the projected transmission line, on Island Lake Road north of 
Cold Spring.  Our land will definitely be devalued with the line going through it.  I am curious: why isn't the line 
following I-94 where easements are in place?  We have been here for 27 years and have even contemplated 
spending the money it would take to put the power lines along our driveway underground just for aesthetic value.  
It is difficult to imagine looking out the window daily to see this massive encroachment on our property.  Please, 
please fight for our rights.  We are in our late 70s and really appreciate our current peaceful surroundings in the 
country.  Again, why not the I-94 corridor? 
  
  
Myron & Lenore Felix 
mlfelix@earthlink.net 
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Birkholz, David (COMM)


From: Curt Gohmann [cugohmann@parkindustries.com]
Sent: Friday, February 12, 2010 6:42 AM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM); darrin.f.lahr@excelenergy.com
Cc: northca@yahoo.com
Subject: TL-09-1056


Importance: High


Curt and Mary Pat Gohmann


35123 County Road # 2


St. Joseph , Minnesota  56374


 Dr.Mr. Birkholz and  Mr.Lahr,


 


 In March of 2008 we were approached by a friend to see if we were


interested in purchasing their home. For a good many years we had


planned on building our dream home on the current piece of property that


we owned. This house and land were extremely beautiful!! I had admired


it for a very long time. The house , the shed, and the view are


fantastic!! Everyone that we talked to about this venture said to be


very careful in these uncertain times. My place of employment had been


steadily downsizing and it was hard to know what the future held. The


more Mary Pat and I talked the more we wanted to have our new home. Our


then 4 year-old son Ethan and our 2 year old daughter Allayna would love


to have a place that was safe from cars and they could run and play and


be a lot closer to both sets of grandparents. When we did decide to go


for it one of the determining factors was the fact I would have my own


area to archery hunt. We spent a lot of time planting over 400 trees


purchased from the DNR and planting a food plot for the wildlife to


enjoy. This last October I was able to take Ethan hunting with me for


the first time. This time we share together is priceless to me. I hope


to be able to take Allayna too.


 We are deeply disturbed to think that this power line will totally wipe


out part of the reason we bought this property.  The time and money we


spent on it and the memories that will no longer be able to be made


there sadden us. We do have a small line that does run along our western


line that this new line will run next to. This line is not very tall and


can hardly be seen from our home. We can also see the place where my dad


grew up out western view. We really have no desire to watch the sunset


through ugly large of poles and wires. The financial loss after only one


year there is NOT what we are looking for. Mary Pat and myself along


with all of our neighbors are very much opposed of the Alternate Route


"A". We all share similar concerns about destroying the rolling farm


land and the trees that in the fall are outstanding with vibrant colors.


The safety hazards of the stray voltage have us and our friends with


small children very concerned. We strongly recommend that you go with


the idea of the I-94 corridor. We have know we have friend there and


their land is very important also. We are not saying that their land is


any less beautiful, but it would be a better rout e than up here. Please


strongly consider the idea of putting the line along I-94 and putting it


underground where it would help everyone's land. At the meeting at the


El Paso in St.Joseph I think all are okay with a little extra cost to


keep our area looking the way we want it to.


I greatly appreciate the time you took to read this and hope if you have


any questions to please call us. 
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Thank you,


Curt and Mary Pat Gohmann


1-320-203-8638








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: The Hackenmueller's [jem@cloudnet.com]


Sent: Friday, February 12, 2010 4:05 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: CAPX2020 Proposed Northern Routes 2nd Attempt 1st Returned


Page 1 of 1


3/1/2010


Dear Mr. Birkholz, 
 
This letter is in regards to the proposed CAPX2020 project.  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 understand that individuals will be affected because of this project.  I would like 
to share how this project would greatly impact our home and property and to please take this under 
consideration.  I grew up on this property and my husband and I came back here to raise our four 
children.  This property has been involved in the CRP program for over twenty years.  The line would 
cut down hundreds of trees that were planted in conservation.  Our property also borders the Tamarack 
Forest which would also be greatly impacted.  The environmental impact for this route would be 
devastating to the land and wildlife that my family has tried to preserve for twenty plus years.  Please 
consider the Interstate 94 Route as a better alternative. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Erin and Martin Hackenmueller 
9925 380th Street 
St. Joseph, MN  








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Bruce Hagberg [Bruce.Hagberg@rte-inc.com]


Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2010 9:37 AM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Cc: bruce.hagberg@rte-inc.com


Subject: TL-09-1056 project


Page 1 of 1


3/1/2010


David: 


As a Homeowner/Landowner, (8702 Old Hwy Rd N) my wife Vicky and I'm writing to express deep concern over 
the proposed power line that may go across our land.  We have been unable to attend the evening meetings, and 
would like to know if there's a web site with current information on the status and progress. 


Please let me know if there's a link or # to call to get updated information.  thanks 


------------------------- 


David Birkholz - project mgr david.birkholz@state.mn.us 


TL-09-1056 project - Fargo to St. Cloud 345 Kilovolt High Voltage Tranmission Line Project 


  
Bruce Hagberg 


rte 
415 3rd Street N. Suite 200 
Waite Park, MN 56387 
ph: 320.252.6830 ext 111      Mobile: 320.260.8844 


bruce.hagberg@rte-inc.com     
www.rte-inc.com     www.rite-soft.com  


Confidentiality Notice: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is covered by the Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 U.S.C. 2510-2521, and is for 


the sole use of the intended recipients. It may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. Unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is 


prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original message. 


  








February 9th, 2010


David Birkholz, Project Manager
Minnesota Office of Energy Security
85 7th Place East, Suite 500
St. Paul, MN 55101-2198


Dear Mr. Birkholz,


Please consider this letter as formal public input on the EIS scoping for the CapX2020 Fargo to St. 
Cloud section of the 345 kV Transmission Line Project.  My family owns property alone the Preferred 
Route submitted by the CapX2020 Project.  This property is located in Otter Tail County, T131, R42, 
Sections 23 and 26.  Included in our property is a remnant piece of native prairie and native oak forest 
and a 125 acre-lake undeveloped lake named after our family, Hansel Lake.  The farm has been in the 
family for over 100 years.


We are obviously concerned over the various impacts this project may have to our property and 
request that they be thoroughly addressed in the Environmental Impact Statement.  These concerns 
are: impacts to native vegetation, impacts to the lake and wildlife and waterfowl use of the lake 
(would the lines interfere with flights of ducks, geese, loons and pelicans, all of which use the lake?), 
impacts to current and future property values, and finally, impacts to our use and enjoyment of the 
property.  We hunt and recreate on this land and generate income from this land.  Property value 
impacts are something I would particularly like to see explored.  Easement purchases or 
condemnation values are based on comparable sales in the area and do nothing to compensate the 
landowner for long-term devaluation of property that a project like this would cause.  


This property is protected by a scenic easement taken by MnDOT when the interstate was 
constructed.  We hope that MnDOT will uphold this easement and not allow construction of the line 
on our property as my family has abided by the easement for the last 40 plus years.


Additionally, the alternative route submitted by CapX hardly seems like a good faith effort to identify a 
viable alternative.  There are certainly many other existing road corridors that run straighter and more 
direct  and that would not additionally dissect properties than the route they identified.  The Highway 
10 corridor would be one example.  I suggest this route be explored as an alternative route.  There are 
far fewer lakes and wetland resources along this highway than along I-94.  The section of I-94 between 
Alexandria and Fergus Falls in particular has many lakes and wetlands and is very scenic.  There are 
numerous public hunting lands in this corridor as well.


Another segment alternative that should be explored for the preferred route is indicated in the 
attached map.  Running the line along Co. Rd. 26 to Hwy 59 or further to Co. Rd 1 back to where 
either intersect with I-94 would avoid many lakes and wetlands (including the large complex of 
Waterfowl Production Areas-Nickolson and Ten Mile Units- just west of exit 67) along I-94 between 
Ashby and Fergus Falls.  The landscape just to the west is also much more open and flatter and has 
fewer lakes.


Please consider exploring these suggested alternative routes in the EIS document.  On behalf of my 







family and our family farm, I will continue to provide input for the remainder of the process.


Thank you for considering these comments.


Sincerely,


Nicole Hansel-Welch
12765 W. Sylvan Dr. 
Pillager, MN 56473
hanselwelch@brainerd.net
218-330-6950


cc: Charles and Karen Hansel, Blaine and Stacy Hansel, Suzanne Hansel, Aric Welch



mailto:hanselwelch@brainerd.net










HansonATT00001.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: SCOTT  HANSON


County: Stearns County


City: AVON


Email: scotth@millerab.com


Phone: 320-845-6217


Impact:      I moved to the north shore of Pelican Lake in August of 2000 because I liked the scenery there.  I have 
since grown to dislike the flashing red lights south of the lake near tower road.  I'm told these violate federal 
regulations because they are not shielded from the residents view; they are supposed to be seen by aircraft, not 
residents.  I wonder how much money a shield costs.  
   Now, the big govenment/big business planners of the CAPX2020 project have chosen a primary path that further
erodes the natural beauty of the Pelican Lake area instead of following the more logical path along I-94 which has 
already tainted the beauty that was once there.  I'm sure this primary path has been chosen to save a few dollars - 
as usual. I suspect a few dollars will be saved by not properly shielding the lights on these towers either.  What 
else has been ignored to save some money?  Health risks?  The towers save money, a lot of money, as compared
to the cost of trenching.  Maybe trenching would be cheaper if the power company compensated every landowner 
whose property value falls because of the eyesore they have to live with 24/7/365.  


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.


Submission date: Tue Feb  9 09:43:08 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: DENNIS HEINEN [den9702000@yahoo.com]


Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2010 9:42 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056


Page 1 of 1


3/1/2010


 


Hello, 
  
     I am writing in regards to the CapX Southern Preferred Route Segment.  I'm hoping you really look 
at the comments people send.  My name is Dennis Heinen.  My physical address is 17960 260 st, 
Richmond MN with a mailing of PO BOX 442, Cold Spring MN 56320.  The southern route would go 
right past my house, if not on top of it depending on which side of the road.  My wife and I just built our 
dream house 4 years ago.  We are starting a family and are very, very concerned about what effect the 
electromagnetic fields may have on our children being so close to the lines.  I have read many articles 
about what it does, so dont try to say it doesnt do any physical harm.  I am also upset because I was 
hoping to buy my dads farm (he lives at 17604 260 st) in the future and now because of the possibility of 
the southern route another dream of mine is being destroyed. I cant understand why the possibility of the 
line being placed underground seems so low.  It appears that Xcel and anyone else who will gain from 
this would rather put money in their pockets then care about the peoples lives they will ruin.  This 
doesnt include what it will do to the beauty of the landscape out here and property values. 
   I have worked hard my whole life just to be able to live out here and someday farm the land and now 
It is all being taken away.  To me, the logical thing to do would be to bury the line from Albany to the 
future substation.  The cost will be shared by all the people in the state anyhow in the long run.  So 
please dont take what I have worked for and destroy it. 
  
Dennis Heinen 
17960 260 st 
Richmond MN 56368 
den9702000@yahoo.com 
  
 mailing address: 
PO BOX 442 
Cold Spring MN 56320 







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 7th 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.  


 


 We purchased our 35 acre property on September 18th , 2009. We have many 
plans for the 35 acres. We have a 2 year old and another baby due any time now. This 
was one of the reasons we moved to the country. We wanted to have our children grow 
up with lots of area to play and to learn how to live and work on a farm. We also have 
plans of starting a organic grass feed beef, Chicken and produce farm. I also have plans 
of starting a daycare in the future. . This will allow me to stay home with my children.  
After living here for a few weeks we heard from one of the neighbors about a power line 
that may be going along the back of our property.  If these power lines run through our 
property we will not be able to utilize our plans of organic farming or a daycare. We 
cannot even put in a irrigation system to water the crops.  Our land would not be of use 
for what we purchased it for. We also would not be able to sell for what we purchased it 
for because of the lower property values that come with power lines on your property. It 
takes time to do all of these things that we planed to do. It is all on hold now until we find 
out what will happen. If it does go along our property  Capx2020 has taken away our way 
of life and rights to our land.  


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


 
 


ALTERNATIVES 
 


 
The Interstate I 94 corridor as an Alternative Route  
 


• Primary Route Alternative: The inclusion of Interstate 94 in the Environmental 
Impact Study, from Freeport to St. Cloud as an alternative route, with slight route 
detours or modifications, including short-distance under-grounding, to 
accommodate high-population density or problematic areas.  


 
Locating an Alternative Route in the least “harmful” location of Stearns County  
 


• Secondary Route Alternative: The inclusion in the Environmental Impact Study of 
an alternative route which more closely parallels the Interstate 94 corridor than 
the current Preferred and Alternate A “North” Routes. This route should be of 
shorter distance as it diverts from I-94 and utilize existing rights of way, such as 
roads and existing transmission corridors, to the fullest extent possible to comply 
with Minnesota’s Policy on Non-Proliferation. 


 
 


Under-Grounding 
The use of under-grounding or ‘burying” of HVTL’s, especially in geographic areas with 
sensitive environments and ecologies or scenic viewpoints has been utilized in other 
projects. A HVTL project in Chisago County utilized HVTL under-grounding to avoid 
the sensitive and scenic areas of the St. Croix River. Under the State of Connecticut Law, 
new construction of HVTL’s in urban areas must utilize under-grounding to minimize 
affects on human settlements and reduce EMF exposure in buffer zones near residential 
areas, schools and playgrounds. Technologies, such as under-ground “Super-conductors”, 
provide for high-efficiency, high-voltage electrical transmission, 0% EMF exposure and 
minimize required rights-of-way (25 feet vs.150 feet). Additionally, under-grounding 
offers minimal impact on area aesthetics and avoids the contentious battles between 
citizens, townships and cities pertaining to HVTL placements. The utilization of under-
grounding should be considered, at least for short-distances in problematic areas, as part 
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of the Melrose to South St. Cloud portion of the CAPX2020 Fargo to St. Cloud HVTL 
project.  


Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 


 


Sincerely, 


  


David Heinen 


39941 County Road #5 


St Joseph, MN 56374 


320 363-4655 


 
 








To Whom It Concerns:  


 


With CapX in process we are concerned about a few issues that we 


feel need to be addressed.  First of all if poles are placed on private property 


we feel a payment to the land owner should be received each year to 


compensate for any inconveniences and loss of valuable crop land. 


 With this line being placed on crop land less feed will be able to be 


produced and feed will need to be bought.  It is hard to keep up on the input 


cost as it keeps rising.  My family business will be less profitable having to 


run our equipment around these lines and taking up some of the land in 


which could be planted on.  While these lines are being placed in the ground 


a lot of the crop around it will be destroyed and the soil will end up with 


compaction.  Also to take into consideration is a lot of the fields have drain 


tile in which should not be disturbed. The electro magnetic field effects 


animals and will again affect our profitability.  How will we irrigate and 


spray in the fields with these lines on?  We won’t be able to go through the 


line which will be quite an inconvenience causing more travel then 


necessary and will add to fuel costs which are not cheap.  


What usually happens to businesses that are not profitable?  No doubt 


they end up going out of business and I don’t care to have that happen to our 


livelihood or family business.  


 


 


     Tom and Sandra Herdering 


  Family and 


     Alvin and Carol Herdering 


 


 


 








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Rick & Deb Hoeschen [rdtg13@meltel.net]


Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2010 7:01 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056


Page 1 of 1


3/1/2010


David,  
My husband and I are property owners on proposed Alternative Route A in Melrose 
Township.   
  


We have been following this process closely and attended open house meetings in 
Melrose.  We would like to express our support for the current preferred route, which 
runs parallel to I-94 in central Minnesota.  There is also a power line similar to this one 
running along I-90 near Sioux Falls, SD which seems to be within the right of way of the 
highway without directly affecting local business and residential property owners. 
  


At one of the local meetings we attended we learned how much more Alternative Route 
A would cost over the Preferred Route due to the many turns and corners required.   
It would seem more cost effective and practical to avoid that option.   
  


In addition, this area of central Minnesota is economically supported by the many dairy 
farming operations that would be affected by the construction of a major power line of 
this nature.  To conclude, we ask that you place this publicly utilized power line on 
already public-owned property where everyone can benefit from it just like they benefit 
from the use of I-94. 
  


Thank you. 
  


Rick & Deb Hoeschen 
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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: Kevin Huls


County: Stearns County


City: St Joseph


Email: kjhuls6@aol.com


Phone: 320-363-4741


Impact:  Hello.  My property will be within a few hundred yards of the preferred alternate route in St. Wendel 
township.  The back of my property looks over a pond and open fields on the back side of it.  If the line goes 
throught his route I would now see huge power poles over and obove anything else.  I realize this has to go 
somewhere but what I don't understand is why does it have to go somewhere that is currently "not disturbed" with 
this type of major structures when it could follow the I-94 route.  In times like this when more attention is being 
given to conservation and going green, it makes no sense to me why the same thinking wouldn't be done in this 
case and every possible attempt to keep this along I-94 be done.  I would most definitely like to see the I-94 route 
through the Avon area as an alternate route.


Mitigation: Keep it along I-94.


Submission date: Tue Feb  9 12:01:57 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: Thursday, February 11, 2010 8:58 AM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Huls Thu Feb 11 08:58:15 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: Paul Huls


County: Stearns County


City: Avon


Email: pmhuls@live.com


Phone: (320) 363-1466


Impact:  I would like the PUC to consider the environmentally sensitive areas near St. 
Wendel (areas referred to as Sheperd's lake and the north end of the St. Wendel tamarack 
bog)when considering the routing of the 345Kv line from Fargo to Monticello.  The routing 
of the line through the St. Wendel bog is especially concerning when considering the 
unique ecosystem it represents.  


Mitigation: On the route from Fargo to St. Cloud, the PUC should consider the inclusion of
the Interstate 94 corridor as an alternate route, with slight detours and possible short-
distance undergrounding in high population density or problematic areas. 


Submission date: Thu Feb 11 08:58:15 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: Marcy Isackson [ami@runestone.net]


Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2010 8:22 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056


Page 1 of 1


3/1/2010


Dear Mr. Birkholz, 
I would recommend the Preferred Route along I-94. 
My husband and I own a farm in Sec 25 and Sec 26, Holmes City Township, Douglas County, MN.  Our West 
border is Highway 114.  The alternate route is drawn to divide our farm.  If this alternate route would go along our 
South border it would be so much better for us.  The line could go North along our East border.  Then it would 
come back to the proposed alternate route.   
Please consider this.   
Thank you. 
Marcella Isackson 
13318 Iris Lane SW 
Lowry, MN 
56349 
320-283-5284 








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Roland Jurgens III [rjurgens@mnioka.com]


Sent: Friday, February 12, 2010 4:28 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056


Page 1 of 1


3/1/2010


Regarding the Fargo to St. Cloud please include the following comments: 


  


I feel that using a combination of the alternate route and the preferred route would best serve 


Minnesota. I feel that using the alternate route west of Alexandria would create a greater opportunity 


for Renewable Energy and Economic growth in Rural Minnesota. This would place the transmission line 


closer to a large group of both Community base and non-community based wind projects. Using the 


alternate route would reduce project costs. Reducing the cost of wind power in the Minnesota is good 


for both Minnesota rate payers and Rural Minnesota economic growth. 


  


Transmission is now the single largest financial hurtle to renewable energy in Minnesota and since 


Minnesota residents will be impacted by this power line Minnesota residents should be given the first 


and best opportunity to reap the benefits of this transmission line. The alternate route would help all 


Minnesota Residents by generating and delivering renewable energy to Minnesota Residents that is 


generated in Minnesota. I feel that the MNPUC should weight future economic benefit to the State 


against one time cost of building the line in determining the line’s routing. I also feel that the alternate 


route was engineered to be more expensive than the preferred route. I also feel to minimize impact to 


land owners and to the environment the transmission line should be engineered the follow existing 


transmission line corridors, Roads and Railroads.  


  


Thank You 


Roland Jurgens III 


101 2nd Street West 


P.O. Box 321 


Chokio, Minnesota 56221 


Tel: 320-324-7122 


Fax: 320-324-7121 


  
  








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Art & Rosie Kerfeld [arkerfeld@albanytel.com]


Sent: Friday, February 12, 2010 3:58 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: cap x power line


Page 1 of 1


3/1/2010


  
Sir :   We live along county road #17, section 8 , millwood township.   We have a dairy farm on which we have 350 
dairy animals that we feed & milk, the possible power line runs within 300 feet of our new dairy operation.   WE 
ARE VERY CONCERNED OF ANY POSSIBLE HEALTH ISSUES THAT WE MAY INCOUNTER IF THIS LINE 
RUNS PAST OUR DAIRY.    Please consider keeping it along Interstate 94 , as there it would not interfer with as 
much ag land & other active farms.    Thank You !     Art  &  Rosie Kerfeld     30255 co rd 17   Melrose Mn.   
56352 
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Birkholz, David (COMM)


From: Apache [apache@lmic.state.mn.us]
Sent: Tuesday, February 09, 2010 11:26 AM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: kuklok Tue Feb  9 11:26:19 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: mike  kuklok


County: 


City: holdingford


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".


Mitigation: 


Submission date: Tue Feb  9 11:26:19 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








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Brad Lancour [bradl@seitzstainless.com]


Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2010 9:14 AM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: CapX2020 Power Transmission Line Route


Page 1 of 1


3/1/2010


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". I am vehemently opposed to the route that goes North of Avon. What sense is there in 


going East to the North of the St.Cloud Metropolitan Area and dividing the St. Joseph Metro from it with a 


massive power line? I’ve seen this kind of poor planning in other larger metropolitan areas and it isn’t pretty. 


Power transmission lines running helter-skelter because they lacked the foresight in planning for the future 


beyond 10 years. You should be looking out for the interest of future generations instead of the money to be 


made today by keeping it simple & inexpensive. Our sins fall on our children when we are gone just as we have 


our fathers’. Please relook at this plan from theirs’ and their children’s perpective. 


If you like to model after Mumbai, India, then simply go ahead with the plan.  


Ask yourself this one question, “what IS good for America?” 


  


Sincerely, 


Bradley J. Lancour, Sr. - Eng. Mgr. 


Seitz Stainless 


17578 - 400th Street 


P.O. Box 100 
Avon, MN 56310 


Ph: (320)746-2781   Fx: (320)746-2782 


  


  








Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Line Project Comments: 


I have tried to approach the subject of the transmission lines from the vantage point of 
what’s best for the people of Minnesota and the country, not what’s best for my family. I’ve 
asked questions and tried to comprehend from a logical standpoint. I attended your St. 
Joseph meeting. But, I’m still struggling with why the lines need to veer more than 10 miles 
off the I‐94 corridor. 


As much as I try to be objective, this is a very personal matter and I do get emotional about 
it. My husband’s ancestors settled here and created this family farm over 100 years ago. 
They struggled and suffered through tough times to make ends meet, just like many farmers 
are doing today just to hang on. Both my husband and I took jobs off the farm to pay for this 
“little piece of heaven”. We live at the end of a dead end road – very peaceful and tranquil. 
Now this proposed route not only runs east/west through our land but also takes a 90‐
degree turn on our land and runs north/south. It appears that you try to avoid homes but to 
me this land is our home. And that state of tranquility will be gone forever with the 
transmission lines being built. The proposed route goes through our woods/swamp where 
it has become a tradition for our family and friends to enjoy the outdoors and deer hunting. 
It will disturb the ecosystem, nature and wildlife that I enjoy so much.  


Many of the reasons why it was decided to veer off the I‐94 corridor are the same reasons, 
many of us do not want it running through our land: disturbing the woods/trees, homes, 
bodies of water, access roads, etc. It’s my understanding that you can’t go across state land 
and rest areas, so why should you be able to go across land that so many have struggled to 
make payments and purchased? St. Johns, with the backing of many influential and affluent 
alumni, seems to have been able to succeed in getting the transmission lines routed away 
from their land. Now the rest of us have to suffer.  


The proposed line runs through the path of the irrigation system that we’ve spent 
thousands of dollars on.  


Also, in its path is the location we had picked to build our retirement home. Who would ever 
want to build near the lines? It concerns me with all the reports of increased health risks for 
people living close to the transmission lines. 


Our land/property value will decrease. Ironically, we thought land was a solid investment, 
especially with the state of the economy right now. But, that won’t be the case if the lines 
are built here. 


I’m asking you to please reconsider following the previously established I‐94 corridor and 
going underground when it’s necessary. I understand that it will be more expensive in some 
respects but I’m sure that the customers will end up absorbing the cost. I feel this is 
reasonable that we all share in the cost, because in the long run all the customers will be 
share the benefits: I don’t feel that so many rural land owners should have to sacrifice so 
much to enable everyone else to benefit. 


 


Sincerely, 


Lois Legatt 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Birkholz, David (COMM)


From: Apache [apache@lmic.state.mn.us]
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2010 10:13 PM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: lieser Wed Feb 10 22:13:11 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: sandra  lieser


County: Stearns County


City: albany


Email: cominguprosescrafts@yahoo.com


Phone: 320 845 7673


Impact:  I am concerned about the cap x line from melrose to st cloud, I would prefer to 
see the 94 corridor used with some underground and detouring of the line at the populated 
and problematic areas.   


Mitigation: 


Submission date: Wed Feb 10 22:13:11 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: Jerry Mehr [jermehr@hotmail.com]


Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2010 3:50 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056


Page 1 of 1


3/1/2010


I would strongly suggest following I-94 ROW and where there is a problem with overhead wires, 


put them underground for those few 1000's of feet.  Thank you,  Jerry 


 


Hotmail: Powerful Free email with security by Microsoft. Get it now. 
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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: patrick meier


County: Stearns County


City: holdingford


Email: hfdpjm@msn.com


Phone: 3207462892


Impact:  staying in the I-94 corridor as from fargo to stearns
county and go through stearns county using the I-94


corridor


sincerely


patrick j meier


Mitigation: there is no route through the I-94 corridor in stearns


county shown on any maps sent out to the land owners


and the public.


why?


sincerely
patrick j meier


Submission date: Tue Feb  9 10:57:09 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: Joseph Niehaus [joseph.niehaus@gmail.com]


Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2010 6:12 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056


Page 1 of 1


3/1/2010


Dear Mr. Birkholz 
  
    I am writing in regards to the proposal of the "Fargo to St.Cloud 345 kV Transmission Line Project". 
After reviewing the proposed I-94 corridor route I ask you to consider the "Alternate Route A" path. I 
believe this route to be sufficient and effective at the time of its construction as well as into the future 
more so than the I-94 corridor. The Alternate Route A path travels in areas which even today are 
constructing numerous wind farms near and around that particular area. It would seem to be an ideal 
time to have a transmission line in the area able to tap into a renewable energy source such as wind 
energy to meet ever increasing energy demands now and into the future. 
  
  
Thank You For Your Time, 
Joseph Niehaus 
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Birkholz, David (COMM)


From: Apache [apache@lmic.state.mn.us]
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2010 10:23 AM
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Schmit Wed Feb 10 10:23:25 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: Lawrence Schmit


County: Stearns County


City: Holdingford


Email: llschmit@surfsota.com


Phone: 320-746-3345


Impact:  


Mitigation: Would you please consider the I-94 route for the transmission line. It is the 
route that effects the least amount of people, and from what I understand, it is easier to
construct and maintain, and there already is a right of way in place. A northern route 
would create more of an environmental impact, and effect more families and more people, 
and more complaints.


Submission date: Wed Feb 10 10:23:25 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: Brent Schmitt [bschmitt@bernicks.com]


Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2010 12:49 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Cc: jandbschmitt@clearwire.net


Subject: Public Comment


Page 1 of 2


3/1/2010


Dear Mr. Birkholz, 


  


We are writing to express our concern with regard to the Preferred Route for the CAPX2020 High Voltage 


Transmission Line project. Our property, located approximately 5 miles north of Avon, MN would be directly 


affected by the proposed “Preferred” route. Our 20 acre parcel would be impacted by the power lines on two of 


our borders coming to a point just 400 feet from our home. According to the information we have been given, 


the power lines would come within 150 or our home at its closest boundary. With the addition of the power 


lines, much of the habitat that we have created for wildlife will be either destroyed or severely compromised.  


  


Since our acquisition of our land, we have made it a priority to enrich its natural beauty and build upon its 


resources. 


  


TREES:  We have planted approximately 2500 trees, 500 of which are nurtured by own irrigation system. 


These hand-planted trees provide a natural boundary of our property as well as refuge for a variety of wildlife 


including pheasant and deer.   Half of these are now at risk of being destroyed. 


  


POND: Created in collaboration with the DNR to provide habitat for spring nesting birds. 


  


NATIVE GRASSES: As part of the Wildlife Habitat Improvement Program (WHIP) for the State of MN, 


native grasses were planted and maintained by us to provide natural habitat and nesting for pheasants, wild 


turkeys, as well as other various species. This is especially significant in light of recent trends to turn CRP land 


into tillable acres.  


  


Concern for the preservation of natural resources is not a new concept for us. My wife grew up with her parent’s 


acres bordering the St. Wendel Bog, an environmentally sensitive natural resource. We built a home on our 


property hoping to provide our children with the same values that were instilled in us. As we listen to roosters 


and watch deer walking through our back yard, we can’t help but wonder how this route aligns with Minnesota’s 


Policy on Non-Proliferation which states that new routes should make extensive use of existing corridors and, 


ideally, should maximize their usage in an effort not to create new corridors and rights of way, which is what 


would be happening on our property as there is no road or easement. Certainly we did not make the financial, 


emotional, and physically demanding commitment to this land under the impression that we were located in a 


desirable location for such a project. Arguably, the owners of over 40 Century Farms located in this same 


corridor could have ever imagined such a possibility either.  


  


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.  


  


  


Thank you for your time, 


  







Brent and Jill Schmitt 


37545 145th Ave 


Avon, MN  56310 


(320)249-1542 


bschmitt@bernicks.com 


  


Page 2 of 2


3/1/2010













1 
 


Ann Marie Stock & David J. Campagna 
32097 Mapleview Rd. Albany, MN 56307 


 
 
February 11, 2010 
 
 
Mr. David Birkholz 
Minnesota Department of Commerce 
Office of Energy Security/ Energy Facility Permitting 
85 7th Place East, Suite 500 
Saint Paul, MN 55101 
VIA email  david.birkholz@state.mn.us  with TL-09-1056 in subject line 
 
RE:   TL-09-1056   


CAPX2020 Fargo to St Cloud 345 kV Transmission Line Project 
Comment –Pre- EIS Scoping Decision 


 
Dear Mr. Birkholz: 
 
We own 80 acres in Farming Township, Stearns County. We bought this property in part to remain 
connected to this area as Ann Marie was born and raised in St. Joseph and has numerous family 
members in the area. And David, being a professional geologist, recognizes the unique beauty that this 
land offers. The property is located on the western boundary of Superior Lobe, the St Croix Moraine, 
deposited by the glaciers 10,000 years ago, forming the ridge and behind it to the east a series of wet 
depressions, pot holes and lakes. Today, we consider the ecosystem caused by the glacial patterns very 
similar to and indeed just the western extension of the Avon Hills that contains large tracts of forest, 
forested swamp, marsh, and sedge meadow native plant communities. Unique to this area are a series 
of springs and seeps that emanate from the moraine’s unconfined aquifer system offering habitat and 
fresh water to the wildlife in the area.  The natural ecosystems together with the springs, lakes, streams, 
combine to create beautiful scenery and diverse wildlife habitat for which the area is known.  
 
Parallel to our property on the eastern border runs Mapleview Rd, a dirt road that extends south one 
mile from County Road 40, turns west one-fourth mile (as 300th  Street). It is a narrow road, with 
marshes, brush and Jopp Lake right up to its edges.  What concerns us is the possibility that your 
transmission lines would run along this section of Mapleview Road (the Preferred Route Segment 
Alternative 1 on the Fargo to St Cloud Transmission Line Project or “PRSA 1”).  It would significantly 
proliferate man-made structures through a large, significantly undisturbed area, both along a dead-end 
dirt road and then cross country where no roads or even driveways exist.  
 
Much of PRSA-1 route along Mapleview Rd and the open country to the south includes marshes, spring-
fed ponds, meadows and woods. The lines would require clearance of the vegetative cover that runs 
right up to the narrow road, it would disturb the wetlands that hold so much wildlife, it would impede or 
harm the pelicans, trumpeter swans, herons, and other birds that frequent the environs of Jopp Lake, 
nesting sandhill cranes and northern harrier hawks along the ridge and the bald eagle that frequently 
perches by Henry Lake.  The tops of the transmission lines, only slightly higher than the ridge, may be 
problematic to local bird flight patterns and increase the risk of bird collisions with the lines.  
 



mailto:david.birkholz@state.mn.us�
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With these concerns in mind, I request that the following be considered in the Environmental Study: 
 
1.  Alternate Route along Interstate 94: 


The transmission line route should be sited along the I-94 Corridor as this minimizes impacts to 
pristine areas both north and south of the freeway (see attached map).  To this end, the 
environmental study should include a proposed route that would include above ground and 
buried lines and may entail three major segments: 


1.  A 12.13 mile above ground segment beginning from the western diversion of 
the preferred route from the interstate to Hwy 54 to the eastern region of Avon.  
2. A 1.57 mile buried segment through the City of Avon to the interstate   
3.  A 12.06 mile above ground segment from Avon along the interstate to the 
Quarry substation south of St Joseph via route 23  


The advantages of this proposed route include cost savings over the Preferred and PRSA-1 
routes due to a significantly shorter distance required to reach the substation.  Even if burying 
the line through Avon were to cost 10 times the equivalent of above ground installation, the 
shorter distance would yield cost savings: the buried segment is equivalent to 15.7 mile above 
ground installation cost and adding the other two above ground segments, the proposed route 
along the interstate would total 39.88 mile equivalent above ground installation cost.  This is 
significantly less than the northern Preferred route (47 miles) or the southern PRSA-1 (45 miles).   
 


2.  Environmental Study   
The area we have described along Mapleview Road is part of the same ecosystem, 
geomorphology and hydrology of the Avon Hills to the east. Yet its environment appears not to 
have been extensively studied and therefore should be given extra careful consideration during 
the EIA.  The lands and waters adjacent to Mapleview Road provide a diverse ecosystem that 
offers significant habitat for native flora and fauna. PRSA 1 traverses nearly 5 miles of 
continuous lakes and wetlands, from southern Albany Township through the center of Farming 
Township. Accordingly, the Environmental Impact Study should carefully consider the 
environmental effects of transmission lines on the birds and waterfowl that inhabit this area.   
Finally, in light of the reality that once a utility route is established, the policy of nonproliferation 
encourages further development along the same corridor, the Environmental Impact Study 
should consider the cumulative effect of a proliferation of utility infrastructure on this fragile 
and important ecosystem. 


 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Ann Marie Stock & David J. Campagna 
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Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Wayne & Kathy Summer [wksummer@embarqmail.com]


Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2010 9:14 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056


Page 1 of 1


3/1/2010


I'm writing to inform you of our concern of the alternate route HVTL Route - from St. Cloud, MN to Fargo, ND.  
According to the proposed map we saw at the Boardway Ballroom in Alexandria a few weeks back, this alternate 
route on Hwy #27 West, could possibly be coming right through/over our home!!   
  
I do not like the thought of a HVTL running right through/over our home.  I have concerns of potential health 
problems down the road, due to excessive exposure of such a line.  We also have concerns of the depreciation 
value of our home if this were to run on or next to our property. 
  
Wayne & Kathy Summer 
5737 State Hwy #27 West 
Alexandria, MN   56308 
  
Phone #320-491-7622 Wayne 
Phone 320-491-7098 Kathy 
  
  








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Tamie [tlt133@clearwire.net]


Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2010 12:56 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056


Page 1 of 1


3/1/2010


I believe they should take another route. I am a property owner that runs a dairy business. I already have a 67kv 
and a 115kv line that is only a 110 yards 
east of my dairy facility. Now this one would be only 41 yards west of my barn. 
  
Is there going to be compensation for milk loss for the next 20 years that I have to milk cows until I reach 
retirement age ?????? 
Is there going to be compensation for property loss ?? 








Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Gary Vouk [vouk_gk@hotmail.com]


Sent: Friday, February 12, 2010 11:57 AM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056


Page 1 of 2


3/1/2010


Dear Mr. Birkholz 


           


 


        I am writing you in regards to the cap x2020 routing on the so called north route in stearns 


county.  My family has been milking cows on this farm for more than 80 years. its a century farm 


that my great grandfather home steaded in 1888.  we live on the county road 2 corridor if the 


easement they are proposing goes through it will cover over half of the farm including all the 


buildings and most of the fields.  In my understanding that means anything they want to do in this 


right of way they will be able. The fact wouldn't be so bothering if there was no other alternative 


but there are alternatives.  the proposed original route along interstate 94 there first choice and 


the one that makes the most sense is the only route that should be considered.  The only reason 


they backed out was because of St. Johns University and Avon hills initiative.  the north route 


skirts both of these as far as it can, i may not be an engineer but I have enough common sense to 


know the problems they would encounter along the highway are far less than they will going threw 


the swamps and bogs and jogging this way and that way 20 miles out of the way.  there is a 


feasible fix bury the line underground in the few areas in needs to be. again i am no degree 


carrying engineer but living around this are my whole life and surveying the avon area there is 


very little that would need to be underground maybe 2-3 miles.  As far as St. Johns they own 3300 


acres they don't pay taxes on what would a few acres along the highway hurt them thats at almost 


a half mile away from the actual campus and avon hills wouldn't even notice the lines.  does 


eminant domain only work against the poor who cant afford attorneys and dont have the power of 


this college.  if this line goes through this area it will stick out like a sore thumb and the emf could 


cause problems to force out of business causing problems to the cows such as mastitis breeding 


problems abortions and even animal deaths.  the complaint against under ground is expense and 


cutting down trees and moving houses this is b.s. to my knowledge it sounds like they need 


nothing more than a sewer pipe with man holes every 1000 feet and a cooling gel.  I talked to an 


excavator who puts in sewer lines the most room u need is enough for the track hoe and dirt piles 


and he said that isn't that expensive maybe the gel is i dont know but excel and these other 


electeric companys could absorb the cost for a few miles underground if thats what it takes have 


the wind farms kick in some money if they want the return on there investments of these wind 


mills and it may be cheaper than zig zagging all over the county.  please set up a task force to look 


into this. we already have 115k power line running on our property what are the effects of 2 emf 


fields going to be does anybody know and if you do decide to go on this route you better come up 


with a definite route not taking a mile easement along here we won't stand for that once they have 


they can push u around any time they feel like it its not fair that half our farm and our neighbors 


land be in this easement if they cant come up with a definate rout with 150 easement then there 


engineers have no idea what they are doing and the entire route should be scrapped we dont farm 


to be rich its a way of life my great grand father started my grand father did my father at67 and 


crippled still does and me and my brother would like to continue but it may be in jepordy we are 


not ur big rich farmers our newest tractor is 20 years old my dads newest vehicle is a 95 pickup 


but we enjoy it most days.  italked to you at the meeting and you seemed to be genuinely 


concerned and i thank you for that the other guy could have cared less was my feeling as long as 


the line goes through and he didn't have to take on St.Johns.  to my knowledge the county even 


sent u a letter signed by all the commissioners to stay along 94 and out of the rural areas does this 


mean nothing or is just find a route with the least power to fight. please consider the best for all 


involved and not the dollar value. 







 


 


 


                                                                thank you  


                                                              Gary Vouk 
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Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Shelley VOUK [rsvouk1@msn.com]


Sent: Friday, February 12, 2010 3:48 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056
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I am writing in regards to the proposed route of the CapX 2020 power line.  I attended one of the 
meetings in St. Joseph and was amazed at how the representative from Excel just put his head down 
and did not want to hear of the proposal along Interstate 94 from Avon through St. John’s either above 
or below ground.   I understand that no one wants to lose their home for this project and that no matter 
where it goes people will be affected but it must go some where with the least amount of impact.     
  
I heard it said how environmentally this will take out heavily wooded areas along I94, the DOT has 
concerns of the rest stop and businesses may be in the way.   I can not see how this would have a 
greater environmental impact then tearing through woods, bogs, swamps, farm fields, pastures, 
farmsteads (meaning buildings) especially when it means that we go 20 + miles out of the way versus 
8 miles straight along I94.   There would be  a lot more acres of  environmental destruction along the 
preferred path then a proposal along I94, which of 2 years ago was the preferred route whether any one 
other then the area citizens wants to admit or not.  We had the flyers sent to us. 
  
 I also heard that they would have to destroy 25 homes and figure out what to do around some 
businesses in Avon for this to work.   No one wants to see anyone have to move or sell their home but 
in my view I would say it is much easier to move people to another home that to take away  peoples 
career, way of life  and or lively hood as the farmers in the preferred route are about to have happen to 
them.   What about the 40 or so Century farms this will disrupt.  My Father and brother live and work 
their lives on one of these everyday.   We may displace 25 homes and families but these homes are a 
dwelling place not a lively hood meaning these people do not make a living off the land as do farmers 
like  my Father, Mother, Brother and Sister-in-law along with a whole lot of farmers in this path some 
I know some I do not.  This will severely cripple if not destroy these farms and their livelihood as we 
know the negative impact of these power lines especially in regards to livestock,  specifically Dairy.    
Farmers cannot just pick up and move away in an instant as they make a living off the land working it 
all their lives to produce food for the rest of us to consume.    A home owner lives on their land and 
pays for it by working at a job somewhere off their property  and can easily find a another house to call 
home.  We tend to forget that these farmers produce the food that we enjoy everyday of our lives like 
no other country in the world and we as consumers take this for granted as we truly believe that the 
grocery store shelves will never go empty.  I know this is true as my wife has heard parents tell their 
children when asked of them in grocery stores “where does food come from” and all they can say 
because they are so far removed from the farming aspect is “Well I know that the food will always be 
on the shelf because that the way its been all my life.”   I believe along with national experts that if we 
keep taking land away from our farmers and not allowing them to produce food that one day this 
country will have empty grocery store shelves and not be able to feed its own people, that would be a 
travesty.    
  
I also heard you say when asked what price would be paid for the land taken that in the end if a fair 
price cannot be bargained Eminent domain would take affect.  Well why cant that be done along I94 
as we all have heard who has been against this proposal and the money that can be thrown at trying to 
keep it a way from them is far greater then the farmers that this line is being proposed through now.   







Guess what, these groups do not make their money off the land they actually leave it daily to earn a 
living so they can pay to live on it when they return home.  Farmers do not leave their land daily they 
nurture the land to feed a people who do not care what happens to the very people who feed them 
every day or simply do not understand the impact it may have on their availability for food 
consumption.   
  
It has been said that these groups along I94 are worried about how it will impact the aesthetics of the 
area.   I am not sure what a few more towers and lines will do that the service roads, fences, current 
power lines and bridges have not already done to the appearance along I94. 
  
We need to look at the I94 corridor not because anyone wants it but because in the greater out look we 
save farms and food for our children, disrupt far fewer people, with less environmental impact by 
going 8 miles versus 20+. 
  


Sincerely,  
Robert Vouk  
19908 Redwood Ridge Rd, 
Albany, MN 56307 
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Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: JAMES & BARB WARNERT [jabaraha@msn.com]


Sent: Friday, February 12, 2010 12:15 AM


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


Subject: TL-09-1056 (Fargo to St. Cloud 345kv Transmission Line Project)
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11 February 2010 


  


  


Gentlemen, 


  


As a landowner directly affected by the purposed preferred route, please consider the following 


comments. 


  


Any new transmission routes should first utilize existing corridors and highway rights of way. The 


preferred route should remain as close as possible to the I-94 corridor. State- owned property 


should be used whenever possible since they are to be used for the benefit of the general public. 


  


As purposed, the preferred route creates a new segment running West to East in Section 23 and 24 


of St. Wendel Township in Stearns County. 


  


This segment would locate a ROW within 100' of our home.  The close proximity of the 


transmission line to our home is of great concern.  The potential health risks as well as the stress 


of not knowing the long term effects of living so near to a transmission line of this type is 


unsettling. The potential for interference with our radios, phones, wireless internet service and 


television reception is also a concern.  Route selection should avoid as many homes as possible and 


utilize open land areas to minimize health and nuisance issues. 


  


The creation of this segment will also lead to the destruction and elimination of a much appreciated 


natural habitat and wooded buffer with neighboring homes.  As a refuge to many forms of wild life, 


its loss would be contrary to the reason we chose this location to call our home of 20 years. 


  


Compensation for these risks and losses is arguable.  The establishment of the ROW through our 


property would eliminate any future use of a large portion of our useable land area. Because we 


are located along a waterway we are restricted as to what we can and cannot do with portions of 


our property. The loss of use of the area encompassed by the ROW would greatly impact our 


enjoyment of the property and greatly reduce the overall property value.  The ROW would also 


establish an unwanted corridor for future utilities.  A one-time present value compensation 


payment does not seem fair.  


  


We are opposed to the preferred route crossing our property.  We encourage the use of the 


existing route west and parallel to Stearns County Road 2 which continues SE and passes over 


Watab Lake.  This is an established route of many years.  If this is not possible, we then ask that 


open land parcels be considered so as to limit the destruction of wooded habitat, to minimize the 


impact on dwellings and to reduce the potential health risks that may affect those along the 


decided route. 


  


Please include us on any mailings or electronic distributions regarding these concerns. 


  


Thank You. 


  







James and Barbara Warnert 


33674 83rd Avenue 


St. Joseph, MN  56374 


  


Home:  320-259-9365 


Cell:     612-968-4521 


E-mail: jabaraha@msn.com 
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Birkholz, David (COMM) 


From: Werwie, Brenda [Brenda.Werwie@district196.org]


Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2010 2:32 PM


To: Birkholz, David (COMM)


Subject: TL-09-1056


Page 1 of 1TL-09-1056


3/1/2010


Mr. David Birkholz, 
 


 


I am writing about the 345 Kilovolt High Voltage Transmission Line Project from Fargo to St. Cloud. I have studied 
the proposed routes and am in support of using the Preferred Route for this project. I am opposed to using the 


Preferred Alternate Route for this project. 
 


The main reason I am opposed to using the Preferred Alternate Route is because of the destruction of trees that will 


take place along Interstate 94 in order to build the path for the lines. Trees are a precious natural resource that we 
must protect and preserve. Trees provide homes for wildlife, oxygen for the air, and beauty in all seasons. Taking 


away the trees would destroy the view for many travelers who enjoy their beauty on their drive. 
 


Another reason I am opposed to using the Preferred Alternate Route is because of the land use it would destroy 


along Interstate 94. My parents, Ken and Linda Eikmeier, own 11 1/2 acres across from their home along the 
Interstate. Back in 1976, they lost four to six acres of their land in order for the Interstate to be built. They had no 


choice in where the Interstate would be built. Their lives were interrupted with the building of the highway, causing 
them to lose the road to easily access land to the west and causing them to have a new well drilled for water. Even 


more importantly, their air quality was forever changed with a noisy, busy, four-lane road protruding through their 


land only a short distance away from their home. They lost their land. They should not have to give up their land 
once again to have trees cut down, destroying this natural noise buffer from the Interstate. 


 
I urge you to strongly support the Preferred Route as the path for this new transmission line. Thank you for 


considering my request. 


 
 


Sincerely, 
Brenda Eikmeier Werwie 


 
 


 


 
 


 
 


 


 
 


 
 


 


 
 


 
 


 


 
 


 
 


 


 
 


 










