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with the guidance of the USFWS, the EIS considers and analyzes one river crossing, the crossing at Kellogg, 
Minn.    

168F. 
The mapping of karst in the project area is relevant to land use, geology, engineering and other topics. 
Moving or repeating the analysis in the EIS would not necessarily help the public or decision makers 
enough to justify the change.

168G. 
See Section 7.4 of the EIS.

168H. 
See Section 7.4.2 for a description of karst features. In the legend of Map 8.1-21, Map 8.2-19, and Map 8.3-34 
all of the karst features are noted.

168I. 
Please see updated text in Section 7.5.1 of the EIS. It should be noted the proposed Project does not involve 
the use of agricultural land for energy production.

168J. 
As noted in Section 7.5.1.2 of the EIS, crop dusting within agricultural fields could be impacted if flying 
near the transmission line is necessary. Flying activities include takeoff and landing.

168K. 
All airports listed in the DOT airport directory in addition to any airports identified during field review 
were included in the draft EIS.  Any additional airports identified during the draft EIS comment period 
have been added to the analysis included in the EIS.

168L. 
The issue of potential impacts on eagles, other raptors, and bird species in general is discussed as a major 
issue throughout the EIS. See, e.g., Section 7.7.2, 8.1, 8.3. Nearly all routes have known eagle nests or sitings 
within one mile, and many have nests within the route itself. See EIS Appendix F.  A comparison of know 
eagle nests and habitat is included in EIS Section 8.3 and other sections with know locations.

168M. 
See Section 7.11, 8.1.4.11, 8.2.4.11, 8.3.4.11, and Appendices I, J, and K of the EIS.

168N. 
See Section 7.11, 8.1.4.11, 8.2.4.11, 8.3.4.11, and Appendices I, J, and K of the EIS.

168A. 
The extent to which the various routes under consideration follow existing ROW is shown in the figures 
and maps in EIS Section 8.1.4.11, 8.2.4.11 and 8.3.4.11. 

168B. 
It is true that the EIS does not attempt to put a dollar value on impacts to natural resources like wetlands, 
trees, etc.  The wide range of potential values we could use would generate more issues and questions on 
methodology than it would provide helpful information for the route decision. Also, the salvage value of 
transmission removed for underbuilt lines, etc. is minimal compared to cost of constructing the line so was 
not taken into account.

168C. 
The Kellogg crossing and the La Crescent crossing could follow an existing HVTL through the blufflands 
in Minnesota. Kellogg is one of two such corridors.  The lines near Goodview and Winona are 69 kV lines, 
but they do not go through the blufflands (see http://www.gda.state.mn.us/maps/ElecTran07.pdf).  There is 
a 69 kV line near La Crescent which goes through the blufflands, and it appears that the applicant’s route 
to La Crescent would have used some of this corridor. (See Appendix K of the route permit application.)  
Kellogg may be the only route available to the applicant that follows an existing HVTL, but the applicant’s  
La Crescent route could have, potentially, followed more of the La Crescent 69 kV; theapplicant chose not 
to develop a route that did so. 

168D. 
Displacement of businesses is not a specifically listed criteria, but one that falls under general economic 
impacts and thus can be evaluated as one factor in the decision.

168E. 
Multiple route crossing locations along the Mississippi River were evaluated by the applicant and federal 
regulators.  See EIS Section 6.1.  The crossing at Kellogg, Minn. was the preferred crossing of the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS).  The USFWS opposed a crossing at Winona, Minn. and indicated that 
a crossing at La Crescent, Minn. would be inferior to the Kellogg crossing.   Accordingly, the applicant 
presented the Kellogg crossing in its route permit application. Minnesota Department of Commerce, 
Energy Facility Permitting (EFP) staff reviewed and evaluated the route permit application.  EFP staff 
recommended that the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission accept the application as complete.  The 
Commission found the application complete, with one river crossing at Kellogg, on March 9, 2010.  
Following the scoping comment period for the draft EIS for the project, the director of the Minnesota Office 
of Energy Security (OES), based on public comments received and on evaluation by EFP staff, determined 
the scope of the draft EIS.  This scope included one river crossing to be studied in the EIS, the Kellogg 
crossing.  The scoping decision was appealed by NoCapX 2020 and United Citizens Action Network.  This 
appeal was denied by the director of OES.  Thus, consistent with the scope for the draft EIS, and consistent 
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168X. 
 The EIS generally describes where bluff areas may require extra construction work and how that would 
be completed. However, it is not possible to identify all areas where wider easements may be needed due 
to specific steep slopes until detailed design is completed. Since mitigation can be designed on routes with 
steep slopes, this does not appear to be a critical issue if the route is otherwise better than other potential 
routes.

168Y. 
Alternatives rejected during scoping are listed in Appendix K of the EIS - item #6 under the title “Issues 
Outside the Scope of the EIS”

168Z. 
See Section 4.5 of the EIS.

168AA. 
The comment is part of the record in this matter by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the 
OAH and Commission for consideration.

168BB. 
See Section 7.2 of the EIS.

168CC. 
Generally, as long as the residence is not located within the 150-foot ROW easement, the owner/purchaser 
would be able to get a mortgage through HUD.  And residences cannot be located with the easement/ROW.  
The HUD appraisal may be affected if a residence is within the fall zone of a structure.  However, the 
utilities can generally avoid placing the poles that close to residences during final design.  

Also, regarding the “buy the farm comment” it is not clear what the economic implications are of 
landowners who may owe more than their property is worth. The Applicant’s are obligated to pay only fair 
market value under ”buy the farm” regardless of what the landowner may owe for the property. Possibly, 
the comment is suggesting this fact would inhibit anyone who would be otherwise interested in exercising 
their right under this provision. This could be true on an individual case by case basis, but a detailed 
analysis is outside the scope of the EIS because the cost of such a review would be high and provide no 
information that is essential to an evaluation of the various alternative routes.

168DD. 
The issue raised by the comment is outside of the scope of the EIS.

168O. 
See Section 7.11, 8.1.4.11, 8.2.4.11, 8.3.4.11, and Appendices I, J, and K of the EIS.

168P. 
See Section 8.1.4.11, Section 8.2.4.11, and Section 8.3.4.11.

168Q. 
See Section 7.11, 8.1.4.11, 8.2.4.11, 8.3.4.11, and Appendices I, J, and K of the EIS.

168R. 
See Section 7.11, 8.1.4.11, 8.2.4.11 and/or 8.3.4.11 of the EIS.

168S. 
The hazard discussed in the 1997 EPRI report is not related to fiber optic lines. The report describes a rare 
situation, that a fault or switching surge on the HVTL may raise the potential of the local ground (GPR). If 
a distribution line is also grounded at the fault location, the GPR can be transfered through the low-voltage 
neutral (Transferred Potential) into the distribution system and into residences. As stated in the report this 
is very rare. There are redundant safety systems that respond within 67 one thousandths of a second and 
denergize the line when a fault or other interuption is detected.

168T. 
The EIS evaluates only those route alternatives within the scope of the EIS.  The only river crossing 
included in the EIS scope is the crossing at Kellogg, Minn.  Accordingly, the only route alternatives 
included and evaluated in the EIS are route alternatives from the Hampton substation to the Kellogg river 
crossing. The determination that the Kellogg crossing be the only crossing included in the scope resulted 
from evaluation of transmission corridors and potential routes from the Hampton substation to the 
Mississippi River crossing alternatives.  

168U. 
The flyway isn’t a line. It is an area. The map denotes the area using a dotted fill symbology.

168V. 
The plans that were evaluated during the development of the EIS are those plans, such as land use 
plans, comprehensive plans, and Planned Unit Developments (PUDs) that have been published by the 
municipalities that created them and are publicly available. The portion of this comment that refers to a 
“recession/depression” is vague and no further response is provided here.

168W. 
See updated text in Section 7.4, 8.1.4.4, 8.2.4.4, and 8.3.4.4 of the EIS.
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168GG. 
Map NR1 in Appendix A has been corrected to reflect the permitted location of the Hampton Substation, 
per the Brookings County to Hampton 345kV Transmission Line Route Permit, to the area northwest of 
the intersection of Highway 52 and 215th St. E. Map NR1 also shows the transmission line’s crossing of 
Highway 52 to the east, and then turning south.

168HH. 
The comment is part of the record in this matter by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the 
OAH and Commission for consideration. 

168II. 
The EIS discussion of CWD is sufficient and thorough. It addresses routes of transmission of the disease, 
notes the difficulty in destroying the prion infectious agent, and cites the WHO and CDC findings of no 
scientific evidence to support the transmission of CWD to humans. It is beyond the scope of the EIS to 
discuss the Elk Run development project’s compliance with the DNR CWD mitigation plan. Moreover, the 
DNR plan is a response plan to monitor and react to detection of CWD in cervid populations. It is beyond 
the scope of the EIS and of the CapX project itself to monitor disease within deer populations.

168JJ. 
See Section 4.3 of the EIS.

168KK. 
See Section 7.3 of the EIS.

168LL. 
The comment is part of the record in this matter by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the 
OAH and Commission for consideration.

168MM. 
The requested information is not in a public database. The cost to independently develop this information 
for all of the routes outweighs its relevance to a reasoned choice among alternatives.  Therefore, the 
additional data requested in this comment was not collected. See Minn. Rule 4410.2300, Subpart. H.

168EE. 
Based on Amanda King’s direct testimony, the applicant considered potential flows on the 345 kV line 
facilities that could occur under the highest anticipated loading conditions at some point in the future. 
High line loading conditions could occur during off-peak demand periods if significant generation were 
to be located in the area and if there were an unplanned outage of a major Twin Cities 345 kV transmission 
source such as Byron—Prairie Island or King—Eau Claire. These off-peak demand periods generally occur 
for about six hours per day. Based on this scenario, planning engineers determined that the highest flow 
that could reasonably be expected to occur on the facilities would be on the North Rochester—Mississippi 
River segment of the line; flows on the Hampton—North Rochester segment would be lower. The North 
Rochester—Mississippi River segment could potentially experience approximately 600 MVA for short 
periods of time. Planning engineers also assessed whether there was a scenario could result in flows higher 
than 600 MVA. Planning engineers determined that assuming load levels above 600 MVA would not be a 
reasonable assumption given the limited local generation that may develop in the area.

Levels above 600 MVA were not considered in the Hampton – Rochester – La Crosse 345 kV Project as they 
were in the Fargo - St. Cloud 345kV Project because a key difference between the projects is the impact 
of generation connections on anticipated load flows. It is likely that smaller generator projects would 
interconnect with the electrical system in the Hampton – Rochester – La Crosse 345 kV Project area. In 
contrast, larger generators are expected to interconnect with the electrical system on the north end of the 
Fargo Project area. In the Fargo case, planning engineers estimated the highest loading levels that might 
occur on the line at some point in the future, considering a hypothetical high generation scenario where 
several thousands of megawatts (> 4,000 MW) of new generation is developed in North Dakota, South 
Dakota and Manitoba. Under this scenario, in any year, loading values of 600 MVA and 1,500 MVA would 
only potentially occur on the Fargo 345 kV line for up to six hours per day, for up to several days in a row.

It’s also important to note that there is a network of bulk transmission lines in Minnesota that is set up like 
a hub and spoke where major facilities connect to the 345 kV ring around the Twin Cities. Generally, flows 
head from the west and the north toward the Twin Cities, the state’s largest load center, and then move east 
and south. In the Twin Cities, power is drawn down from the lines to meet customer demand. Therefore, 
load flows “out” of the Twin Cities is lower than load flows headed “in” to the Twin Cities. Due to this 
general load flow and the lack of large generators in southeast Minnesota, load flows on the Hampton – 
Rochester – La Crosse line will be lower than those on the Fargo line.

168FF. 
The commentor is correct, and Map NR1 in Appendix A has been corrected to reflect the permitted location 
of the Hampton Substation, per the Brookings County to Hampton 345kV Transmission Line Route Permit, 
to the area northwest of the intersection of Highway 52 and 215th St. E.
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169A

169B

169B 
(cont)
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169A. 
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.

169B. 
See Section 7.5.1.1 of the EIS.
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170A. 
The farm mentioned by the commenter is listed by SHPO as a historic structure. The list of historic sites in 
Appendix G has been updated to include this site. It is listed as Inventory Number GD-CFT-019.

170B. 
Your objection/preference of the specified route is noted.  The comment is part of the record in this matter 
by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the Office of Administrative Hearings and Commission 
for consideration.

170A

170B
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171A

171B

171A. 
See Section 7.3.3 of the EIS.

171B. 
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.
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172A

172B

172C

172D

172E

172F

172G

172H

Appendix O

O-406 CapX Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345kV and 161kV Transmission Lines Project: Final Environmental Impact Statement



FEIS ID #172

172A. 
See Section 7.3.1 of the EIS.

172B. 
As the comment points out, although RIM land is privately owned, the conservation easement agreement 
covering the property often prohibits the installation of new structures. If this route were selected and 
a structure had to be placed within the RIM property the Applicants would be required to negotiate an 
agreement on a site by site basis with the land owner and the local or state government entity holding the 
easement. See EIS Section 9.4.

172C. 
See Section 7.8 of the EIS.

172D. 
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.

172E. 
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.

172F. 
See Section 7.2 of the EIS.

172G. 
See Section 7.3.5 of the EIS.

172H. 
Your objection/preference of the specified route is noted.  The comment is part of the record in this matter 
by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the Office of Administrative Hearings and Commission 
for consideration.
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173A. 
Your comment is included and will be sent to ALJ and the Commission OES staff notified all persons on 
the project mailing list and all landowners along route alternatives of the scope of the EIS, the availability 
of the draft EIS, and the comment period for the draft EIS.  It is possible that landowner lists, which are 
developed from county property records, contained inaccuracies or omissions.

173B. 
Your objection/preference of the specified route is noted.  The comment is part of the record in this matter 
by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the Office of Administrative Hearings and Commission 
for consideration.

173C. 
Your objection/preference of the specified route is noted.  Your comment is now part of the record in this 
matter by its inclusion in this EIS, and will be submitted to the Office of Administrative Hearings (OAH) 
and Commission for consideration. See Section 7.7 of the EIS.

173D. 
Your objection/preference of the specified route is noted.  The comment is part of the record in this matter 
by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the Office of Administrative Hearings and Commission 
for consideration.

173E. 
Your objection/preference of the specified route is noted.  Your comment is now part of the record in this 
matter by its inclusion in this EIS, and will be submitted to the Office of Administrative Hearings (OAH) 
and Commission for consideration. See Section 7.7 of the EIS.

173F. 
See Section 7.6 of the EIS.

173A

173B

173F

173D
173E

173C
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174A

174B

174C

174J

174D

174E

174F

174G

174H

174I

174K

174L

174M
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174A. 
The locations of known tree farms are shown in the detailed maps in Appendix A of the EIS.  A route that 
crosses land that is part of a Forest Stewardship Plan may be incompatible with that Plan, but it would not 
to our knowledge necessarily mean that the route would be legally prohibited.

174B. 
See Section 7.7 of the EIS.

174C. 
Section 8.3.4.8 discusses the Zumbro River crossing for the north route. Text discussing the Zumbro River 
and potential impacts associated with the crossing of the river has been added to the FEIS in Sections 
6.3.1, 8.2.4.8, 8.3.4.7 and 8.3.4.8. In addition, existing text in Section 8.4 includes the Zumbro River in the 
discussion of the Mississippi River crossing.

174D. 
Your objection/preference of the specified route is noted.  The comment is part of the record in this matter 
by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the Office of Administrative Hearings and Commission 
for consideration.

174E. 
See Section 7.12.3 of the EIS.

174F. 
See Section 5.5 of the EIS.

174G. 
Your concern is part of the record that will be available to the Administrative Law Judge for the final 
routing decision.

174H. 
See Section 7.11 of the EIS.

174I. 
See Section 7.7 of the EIS.

174J. 
See Section 7.7.1.2 of the EIS.

174K. 
See Section 7.6 of the EIS.
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174L. 
See Section 7.3.1 of the EIS.
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175A

175B

175C

175A. 
Your objection/preference of the specified route is noted.  The comment is part of the record in this matter 
by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the OAH and Commission for consideration.

175B. 
See Section 7.4.1 of the EIS.

175C. 
See Section 7.3.3 of the EIS.

Appendix O

CapX Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345kV and 161kV Transmission Lines Project: Final Environmental Impact Statement O-413



FEIS ID #176

176A

176B

176C

176D

176E

176F

176F 
(cont)

176G

176H

176I

176J

176K

176L

176M
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176K. 
See Section 7.2 of the EIS.

176L. 
See Section 7.9 of the EIS.

176M. 
The house is shown in Appendix A on Map MR10. It is also included in the house counts in Table 8.3.4.3-1 
in the EIS.

176A. 
See Section 7.3.1 of the EIS.

176B. 
See Section 7.3.2 of the EIS.

176C. 
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.

176D. 
See Section 7.9 of the EIS.

176E. 
See Section 7.7 of the EIS.

176F. 
As noted in Section 7.8.7 of the EIS, the construction stormwater general permit (MN R 100001) was 
re-issued by the PCA on August 1, 2008. Under the re-issued permit an NPDES/State Disposal permit 
would be required for the construction of this transmission line. The types of activities associated with 
the construction of powerlines which trigger the need for a stormwater construction permit include ROW 
clearing, staging areas, access roads, landings for storage of equipment and timber, and other types of 
activities which disturb soil.

The construction stormwater permit requires the preparation of a project specific pollution prevention plan 
that identifies controls and practices that would be implemented during construction to prevent erosion. 
Specific strategies and requirements for controlling erosion will be developed during permitting and will 
be tailored to the unique erosion challenges that the permitted route presents.

176G. 
See Section 7.7 of the EIS.

176H. 
See Section 7.8 of the EIS.

176I. 
See Section 7.3.3 of the EIS.

176J. 
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.
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177A

177B

177C

177D

177E

177F

177G

177H
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177I

177J

177K

177L

177M

177N

177O

177P

177Q

177R

177S

177T
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177A. 
See Section 7.3.1 of the EIS.

177B. 
See Section 7.3.2 of the EIS.

177C. 
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.

177D. 
See Section 7.9 of the EIS.

177E. 
See Section 7.7 of the EIS.

177F. 
Erosion/runoff are discussed throughout the EIS including Sections 5.5, 7.5.1, 7.6, and 7.8. The construction 
stormwater permit requires a pollution prevention plan that identifies controls and practices that would be 
implemented during construction.

177G. 
See Section 5.0 of the EIS.

177H. 
For reasons of time and cost, we are not able go to the level of detail to be able to predict the impacts to the 
birds on specific small water bodies including those using your specific pond. Impacts to flora and fauna, 
including birds, are discussed in Section 7.7 of the EIS. The information included in the EIS targeted a level 
of detail relevant to a reasoned choice among alternatives. See Minn. Rule 4410.2300, Subpart. H.

177I. 
See Section 7.5.1 of the EIS.

177J. 
See Section 7.9 of the EIS.

177K. 
See Section 7.3.3 of the EIS.
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177L. 
See section on House Count Methodology in Section 7.3.3 of the EIS. Missing houses pointed out during 
the draft EIS comment period will be added in the EIS.

177M. 
See Section 7.7 of the EIS.

177N. 
See Section 7.8 of the EIS.

177O. 
See Section 7.3.3 of the EIS.

177P. 
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.

177Q. 
See Section 7.2 of the EIS.

177R. 
See Section 7.9 of the EIS.

177S. 
The house is shown in Appendix A on Map MR10. It is also included in the house counts in Table 8.3.4.3-1 
in the EIS.

177T. 
Your objection/preference of the specified route is noted.  The comment is part of the record in this matter 
by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the OAH and Commission for consideration.
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178A

178B

178C

178D

178E

178F

178F 
(cont)

178G

178H

178I

178J

178K

178L
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178A. 
See Section 7.3.1 of the EIS.

178B. 
See Section 7.3.2 of the EIS.

178C. 
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.

178D. 
See Section 7.9 of the EIS.

178E. 
See Section 8.3.4.7 of the EIS.

178F. 
Erosion/runoff are discussed throughout the EIS including Sections 5.5, 7.5.1, 7.6, and 7.8. The construction 
stormwater permit requires a pollution prevention plan that identifies controls and practices that would be 
implemented during construction.

178G. 
See Section 7.7 of the EIS.

178H. 
See Section 7.8 of the EIS.

178I. 
See Section 7.3.3 of the EIS.

178J. 
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.

178K. 
See Section 7.2 of the EIS.

178L. 
See Section 7.9 of the EIS.
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179A

179B

179C

179D

179E

179E 
(cont)

179F
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179A. 
MCBS Native Plant Communities, MCBS Biodiversity Sites and the Natural Heritage Information System 
data were reviewed as part the EIS. During that review the property identified by the commenter was 
noted as an area of moderate biodiversity and containing a Dry Bedrock Bluff Prairie native community. 
The same native prairie community was identified in the NHIS data along with on Zoological and 
Botanical feature.

179B. 
See updated text in Section 7.4, 8.1.4.4, 8.2.4.4, and 8.3.4.4 of the EIS.

179C. 
See Sections 5.6, 7.6, and 7.7.

179D. 
The comment is part of the record in this matter by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the 
OAH and Commission for consideration.

179E. 
The number of Public Waters, Trout Streams, Impaired Waters, Wetlands, Floodplains, Wildlife Lakes and 
Shallow Lakes crossed are provided in the Water Resources Section of Appendices, H, I and J of the EIS.

179F. 
Appendices I, J, and K of the EIS provide total acreages of forested land within the ROW that will need to 
be cleared and cannot be reforested.
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