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American Tree Farm System - About Us:About Us 24 Vi D ,‘X 5 Page 1 of 2 American Tree Farm System - About Us:About Us Page 2 of 2
The American Forest Foundation (AFF) is a nonprofit 501(C)(3)
conservation and education organization that strives to ensure the
sustainability of America’s family forests for present and future
generations. The organization's vision is to create a future where
North American forests are sustained by the public which
understands and values the social, economic, and environmental
benefits they provide to our communities, our nation, and our
world.
Our mission - To promote the growing of renewable forest i , Tree Farm Today
About Us resources on private lands while protecting environmental
Mem b‘ii'.ﬁ_. - benefits and increasing public understanding of all benefits of Tree Farm in the 21st Century
Leadership & Staff productive forestry.
Supporters & Partners
Statistics & FAQ The American Tree Farm System® (ATFS), a program of the
Recognition & Awards American Forest Foundation's Center for Family Forests, is .
Grassroots Action committed to sustaining forests, watershed and healthy habitats e ‘é‘iﬁﬁﬂf?fﬁ ?"i@ifﬁrm%%%@f’; e
Lree Farmer Conventions through the power of private stewardship. ﬁ i;.: ii’k}“};iﬁmé’gi&;’; ?U:;miu fZ‘ZT‘:Zﬁ:ﬁP r;!;@
Multimedia “
{i‘b“?‘f h‘f@ Farming Since 1941, ATFS has educated and recognized the commitment COPYRIGHT © 2004 - Amerizan Forest Foundation
Certification of private family forest landowners in the United States.
Conservation Currently, ATFS has certified 24 million acres of privately owned
Join Us ) forestland and over 90,000 family forest owners who are
E&EL%—@SBQQ committed to excellence in forest stewardship, in 46 states. Tree
Family Activities Farmers share a unique commitment to protect wildlife habitat
Tree Farm in Your State and watersheds, to conserve soil and to provide recreation for
Tree Farmer Magazine their communities while producing wood for America. These
Woodland Resources individuals hold the key to the kinds of forests, forest activities
USDA Farm Bill and forest resources future generations of Americans will enjoy.
ATFS has established standards and guidelines for property
owners to meet to become a Certified Tree Farm. Under these
standards and guidelines, private forest owners must develop a
management plan based on strict environmental standards and
pass an inspection by an ATFS volunteer forester every five
years.
Water. Wildlife. Recreation. Wood. The four
sides of the Tree Farm sign tell the story of
sustainable forestry ... a thriving forestland
that has clean water, a healthy wildlife habitat s
and recreational opportunities. Our green and
white diamond shaped Tree Farm signs are
widely recognized across the country.
ATEFS, dedicated to putting more good forestry on more acres.
A
http://www .treefarmsystem.org/cms/pages/69 _1.html 4/27/2011 http://www .treefarmsystem.org/cms/pages/69_1.html 4272011
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DNR Paslcs and Trails Whitewater Wildlife
Regional Unit Management Arca Office
1200 Warner Road Renste: 2 By 3334

St Paul, MN 55106
6517727900

Ahura, MN 55910
507-932-4133
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Shuttling Optinns: When planning any trip on a river,
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NOREH FORK of the ZUMBRO RIVER
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0L Covered Bridge City Park, Corry-in s, eampin
witer. State Highwa
5K bridge immediztely downstream.
683 Old bridge abutments, County Ruad 4 bridge

620 City uf Mazepy
OU5 CAUTION: rapid

614 Walking w:__rr City Pack. Foot bridge, picaic tables,
shehters, ing water and curry-in neeess,
Stale Highway S bridge.

Cooper's City Park

Old bridye abatsents.

Towenship road bridge. confhuenee with Mazsaps Creek,
a dosignatord traut stream, downetream on lett

565 County Rond 7 bridgc,

55.5(R) Confluence with Zumbro River.

NORTH FORK of the MIDDLE FORK
of the ZUMBRO RIVER

River Mite
SLE Township rond bridge.
ins City Park. Toiless, pienic tables, shelt

S shlirs dimking whier
ud fite rings.
S0.5(R) Conflienee with Middle Fark of the Zumbro River

MIDNELE FORK of the ZUMBRO RIVER
River Mile

ip road bridge.

4500 Conthuence with Hurkeom Creck.

Towaship wod bridge.
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Dovglas State Trail bridge. Trail wecues to park
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the Zumbra Rivus.
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Fork of

. Oranoeo County
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HT.6(R) Oxbow County Park. Campgrotnd with fee churyed,
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R
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X7.0 Foot bridge.
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0.5 Town of Geooo, County Rund 14 bridge,
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765 Tredle: Doughas State Trail bridge.

76 County Roxd 3 bridge. River gange on downstream
side of bridge: 05" 1 2" for youd cavucing,

720 Shuly Lake.

SOUTH FORK of the ZUMBRO RIVER
River Mile
870 Mayowood L.

County Rood 125 bridge.

861 Caution: fiftesn foot high Mayosraod Dam. Na
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CAUTION: ten foot high duen. No vitublivhed porlige.

161h Stroct SW bridge,
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32,0 (R) Soldicrs Fietd City Gioff Core, Three oot bridges
duwntrenm.

818 L) Soidicns Feld Ciy Pack. Pienie ablew sheliens.foilts

wing the campsite. Only d | downed wood may be
callected for a fire.

Administration; Oxer 150 miles of the Zombeo Riar and 20
< of the Whitewater River are managed under the
Mimncrota Department of Natural Resogrces: Canog and
Boating Route Program to provide cam ilitics
and matnlenance.
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Connty Road 14 (75th S
County Road 121 bridge
iake Zumbro,

FUMBRG RIVER

River Mile

G461R)

635(L)
60,1 (L)
60.0(R)
S04

57911)
55.5(L)
S0.2(1)
493013

1R
arsg)
a4

RIR)

3671y

18.3¢Ly

1780
16.5¢)
15.00L)
[EXNES

Lake Zumbra, Conflucnee of Middle and Sonth Forks
of the Zumbrg Rives.

Public water weeess. County Rovd 12 bridge immecdiotely
dovnstream,

Privale water aceess. Powerlin erossing.

Pyblic water aceess. Privaje campyround,

CAUTION: thirty foot high dinm. Portage 80 yards on
right.
Privaile carry-in neeess. Outlitter, Private campyround.
aunty Road 7 bridge. camy-in access iver lefl
Conflueiee with Nusth Fock of the Zumbro River,
Carry-In nceess and private compgroisl.

Conlluence with Cold Siream Brook, o designated tont
slrearn.

wiship zaad bridge.

ity of Zumbro Fulls.

Carty-in nccess.

changed. Ouifiter

amemund, Carry-in acees:
County Rond 11 rige. City purk
an feft immedintely dusnstrem.
Conhuence wih Slver Spring Creeh. DNR

th drinking watcr

cumppround,
County Road 2 bridge.
Confluence with Long Crock.

DNR campsite with picnic table, it toifet and fre ring
Contluence with Spring Creek.
City of Theilman,

County Road 4 bridge.
Conflence with West indion Creek,

DNR campsite with pienk table, pt toilet and fre ring
Zumbro Bultems DNR Furestry Recreation Atea {map
availble). Coryin sccess. Trail biidge downtream.

DNR enmpsite .5:_ picnic table,

way 61 bridge.
City of Kellogg.
Rauilroul trestle,
past old abutment
Confluerics seith the Mississippi River, Nestavailable
downatronm acoess on Minnosota side i it Wesl
Newton, Nest available npstecam neeess is ubove Lock
i Do 4 at Petersun Lake ar portaging to Finger
Lakes.

tyin mecesy duvsastzeum on lett

WHITEWATER RIVER

River Mile

.5y
Ay

City of Elta .

County Highway 26 bridge. Carry-in aces
bt side. downstrenm of the bridye, Park on shouidor,
Confluenee with Seuth Fork of the Whilswiter River,
« a.é in acoess. County Highway 30 bridge i 300 fect
weeirs and rapids

arcy-in aegess on sight side
ately F_E:_.:es_

i River, Next av
e it at Miniwiska,
ot Weaver,

dosastreatm neeess oo Mines:
Next available upstreain necoss
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ARTICLE 4
BLUFFLAND AREA PROTECTION

swuven  MILITARY ROADS
smes  SURVEYED ROADS
mewam TRAILS IN USE

SECTION 1. INTENT AND PURPOSE

Wabasha County recognizes the historic, environmental and economic values of
the bluffs that line the rivers, creeks, and valleys of the County. These standards
set out to protect and preserve the sensitive physical features of the bluffland areas

AOOHESTER by regulating development, preventing erosion and maintaining vegetative cover

\ - h_-‘mm = on the slopes and tops of the bluffs.
¢ ¥ \\ A \ P
\ o o
HE i ﬂ\}\ cuxrmm =" “RUSHEORD
\ Fod &\ (&\ ’.‘ ‘‘‘‘ ’3‘—
L N . Y .
%'-,.f«-.i‘g:?ff'xff‘f- ----- - Anmo'fﬂ- “ROWNESVILLE ¥ SECTION 2. SCOPE
BLUE EARTH W\ IAUSTIN ;
N J’L AN These standards shall regulate the setback of structures, sanitary waste treatment

facilities and row crops from bluff impact zones to protect the existing and/or
natural scenic values, significant historic sites, vegetation, soils, water and bedrock
from disruption by man-made structures or facilities. These standards will also
regulate alterations of the natural vegetation and topography.

SECTION 3. GENERAL REGULATIONS

Subd. 1 New structures and accessory facilities (except stairways, lifts and
landings) shall not be placed within bluff impact zones.

Subd. 2 Notwithstanding subdivision one, a pre-existing structure located
within a bluff impact zone may be reconstructed, if damaged by fire,
weather or other force majure or act of God, provided the damage is

NONA ‘ less than 50% of the fair market value of the damaged structure.

= \\tfl"‘

} 1\ / - A ‘7“"' ! ; A . .
winNapAg -~/ ’} \<‘ ‘?/‘;" ‘\' ;l GFA&IE.I«_D 1’-;2::’*;3‘,{\ \ | Subd. 3 Setback from the top and toe of bluff to any structure in any district
( A N !r/‘ N ,-{nusmonﬁ“‘h---l'& shall be no less than thirty (30) feet.
AP I = S o = i R S 4
BLUE EARTH  ALBEAT LEA AUSTIN SN S i ‘ . . . L .
} AN L N e N ¥ Se e Subd. 4 No person shall begin a new mining or quarrying activity within
. et s L three hundred (300) feet of the toe or top of a bluff without a |
Roaps 1N THE MINNESOTA TRIANGLE, 1860 conditional use permit. |

Subd. 5 No towers, with the exception of emergency towers, shall be located
within one-quarter (1/4) mile of the bluff impact zone.

4-1
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Subd. 6

Subd. 7

FEIS ID #180

Stairways and lifts may be allowed to achieve access up and down
bluffs and steep slopes to shore areas or plains. All stairways and
lifts on bluffs and in shoreland areas shall be visually inconspicuous,
and meet the following design requirements:

A. Stairways and lifts shall not exceed four (4) feet in width on
residential lots. Wider stairways may be used for commercial
properties, public open space recreational properties, and
planned unit developments.

B. Landings for stairways and lifts on residential lots shall not
exceed thirty-two (32) square feet in area. Landings larger
than thirty-two (32) square feet may be used for commercial
properties, public open space recreational properties, and
planned unit developments.

C. Canopies or roofs are not allowed on stairways, lifts, or
landings.
D. Stairways, lifts, and landings may be either constructed above

the ground on posts or pilings, or placed into the ground,
provided they are designed and built in a manner that ensures
control of soil erosion.

E. Stairways, lifts, and landings shall be located in the most
visually inconspicuous portions of lots, as viewed from the
surface of the public water and lower areas assuming
Summer, leaf-on conditions, whenever practical.

F. Facilities such as ramps, lifts, or mobility paths for physically
handicapped persons are also allowed for achieving access to
shore and lower areas, provided that the dimensional and
performance standards of sub-items A-E are complied with in
addition to the requirements of Minnesota Regulations,
Chapter 1340.

No grading, excavating or filling within the bluff impact zones,
except for approved erosion control measures. Erosion control
projects within the bluff impact zone shall comply with A. and B.
below:

A. Altered areas shall be stabilized to acceptable erosion control
standards consistent with the field office technical guides of

4-2
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Subd. 8

Subd. 9

.the Wabasha Soil and Water Conservation District and the
USDA, Natural Resources Conservation Service.

B. Plans to place fill or excavated materials in bluff impact
zones shall be prepared by a qualified professional for
continued slope stability, and approved by the Department of
Environmental Services. All costs to be born by the
applicant,

The top or toe of bluffs shall be certified by a registered land
surveyor or Zoning Administrator.

Vegetation Alterations. Vegetation alterations shall be subject to the

standards found in Article 13 of the Wabasha County Zoning
Ordinance.

4-3

Appendix O

0431



Appendix O

0432

FEIS ID #180

/‘M/) 5?%77)/)( Y4
June 2, 2010

Suzanne Rohlfing:
Pine Island Township recommends that Excel Energy use the

preferred route for the Capx 2020 lines.

J )&Lmy 67 W

David A. Arndt, Clerk

Appéwpix I

CITY OF MAZEPPA
P.O. Box 316, Mazeppa, MN 55956
Ph.#(807)843-3685, Fax#(507)843-3688

6/2/2010

Dear Mr. Langan,

I'm writing in regards to the CAPX2020 High Voltage Transmission Lines.
I have not paid too much attention to this project because I was to believe
that this line would not come close to our City.

I have found out that the 3™ alternate route has come into play which would
affect the City of Mazeppa. Much of our City is in the valley, but we do
have a new annexation to the City with a new development. Most of the
City’s future growth will be on our surrounding hill sides. With that in
mind, the aesthetics of building here will be affected by this line running on
the hills just south of our City.

Our housing starts are down, which is the norm anywhere, but with the new
power line running within eyesight of our new development could really
hinder the future growth and economics of our City. With that in mind, we
wholeheartedly support the preferred route that has been proposed by the
electric companies.

Thank you.
Sincerely,
Mazeppa City Council

Mayor Robert Beniak, Councilmembers Tom Marsh, Scott Parker, Brent
Haimes, & Derald Mitchell

CapX Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345kV and 161kV Transmission Lines Project: Final Environmental Impact Statement
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Mazeppa Township Clerk
Sara Baumler

476532 240" Ave.
Mazeppa, MN 55956

We the Mazeppa Township Board, support the utilization of the CAPX2020 345kv
Preferred Route. We support this route with consideration of the input of the applicant and
the position of Wabasha County and its comprehensive plan.

Thank you for your consideration,
Chairman, Jay Sanborn

Supervior, Dave Radtke
Supervisor, John Adams

Enclosure: Wabasha County letter dated June, 1, 2010
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April 15, 2011 Zumbro Township Clerk
59106 403 Ave.
Zumbro Falls, MN 55991

Matthew Langan, Project Manager
MN Office of Energy Security

85 7' PI. E., Suite 500,

St. Paul, MN 55101

Matthew langan@staie. mn.us

RE: Docket # TL-09-1448

Dear Mr. Lagan,

We, the Zumbro Township Board of Wabasha County, MN, submit the following considerations for the CAPX2020
DEIS with regard to route alternative 3A and our township.

“Much of the land in Zumbro Township is cultivated agricultural land. Much of the tand which is nat currently
cultivated is heavily wooded” as noted in the Zumbro Township Comprehensive Plan. This plan serves “to provide
substantial protection for agricultural uses and the agricultural economy, and ... would also serve to protect and
preserve the envi‘ronment”. The township also has a residential district. In addition, Zumbro Township has vast
bluff land and has the karst geology of southeast Minnesota.

In lieu of the above, we ask consideration and study of the following impacts:
1) Proximity to homes, dwellings and work areas, and associated health risks

2) Loss of productivity and revenue on agricultural tracts and sustainable forest activity, and decreased property
value.

3) Irreversible damage to farmed land, livestock, wooded and bluff land, river and trout streams, and water quality
associated with project construction and maintenance, and permanent & temporary right-of-ways

4) Increased cost of project maintenance through the heavily wooded and bluff land
5) Non-existent crossing/infrastructure at the Zumbro River.

6) Deforestation and habitat fragmentation through the entire township and RJ Dorer Memorial Hardwood State

 Forest

7) Devastation to the aesthetics of the township and its residents, as well as impact to the recreational enjoyment
and revenue reliant upon our natural environment: aesthetics, land, water and native species.

8) Contradiction to the MN Non-Proliferation Policy, as almost the entire 3A route alternative through Zumbro
Township has no existing corridor.
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As per Minnesota statute, law, rule and policy, and in conjunction with acknowledgement of the Wabasha County
Comprehensive Plan, we strongly suggest that Alternate Route 3A through Zumbro Township is not a viable route
option. We ask that the Minnesota Office of Energy Security, and the Public Utilities Commission, consider the
utilization of a route option that aligns with existing corridors and right-of-ways.

The people of Zumbro Township live and work in and near the fields, forests and waters. We ask that this culture,
history, and our way of life be considered and conserved.

With respectful submission,

Zumbro Township Board
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David Johnson
Wabasha County Administrator
WABASHA COUNTY SERVICES BUILDING

625 JEFFERSON AVENUE

WABASHA, MN 55981-1529
PHONE (651) 565-3001
FAX (651) 565-4592
djohnson@co.wabasha.mn.us

Ms. Susan Rohlfing
Advisory Task Force Member

Dear Susan,

Today in open session, the Wabasha County Board of Commissioners unanimously consented to
support the preferred southern route for the Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345 kV transmission
line project, as the route most consistent with the Wabasha County’s Comprehension Land Use
Plan and having the least adverse impact on Wabasha County. This plan calls for the county “to
maintain the historic agricultural and rural character of this area”. Unlike Pine Island, Wabasha
County is not seeking develop along this corridor, but rather seeks to retain undisturbed
agricultural land.

The Wabasha County Board of Commissions is requesting that the “preferred southern route™ be
chosen for the Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345 kV transmission line project. Please bring this
letter of support and request for action forward at your next task force meeting.

Sincerely,
David fohncon

David Johnson
County Administrator
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FEIS ID #180

180A.

This information is not available in a compiled public database, however, where individual commenters
have provided specific information regarding the location of tree farms and MN state Stewardship
Programs this information has been added to the EIS. These locations are noted in Sections 8.1.4.5, 8.2.4.5,
and 8.3.4.5.

180B.
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.

180C.
The location of Native Indian burial sites in section 15 of T109 R14 is noted but was not confirmed in the
review of the State Historic Preservation Office records. See Section 7.10.2 of the EIS for further discussion

on additional review of cultural resources prior to construction.

180D.

The requested information is not in a public database. The information you provided regarding an old
stagecoach trail is now part of the record and will be forwarded to the ALJ. In addition, as noted in Section
7.10.2 of the EIS, the applicant will work with SHPO, USACE and RUS to develop a detailed survey

methodology to identify historic and other cultural resources once a route has been selected

180E.

The location of this landing strip is noted however is not listed in the 2011 Directory of Minnesota’s public
airports published by the Minnesota Department of Transportation, Office or Aeronautics. The airports
considered in this EIS are those listed by the DOT as public airports and are discussed in Section 7.11 of
the EIS. Additional airports/private airstrips within 500 feet of a route alternative were noted if observed
during field review. The location mentioned by the commenter is over 1 mile from the nearest route

alternative.

180F.
See updated text in Section 7.4, 8.1.4.4, 8.2.4.4, and 8.3.4.4 of the EIS.

180G.
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.

180H.
See Section 8.3.4.7 of the EIS.

CapX Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345kV and 161kV Transmission Lines Project: Final Environmental Impact Statement
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1801.
House was added to the GIS shapefile and is shown in updated Appendix A maps and Table 8.3.4.3-1

180].
The location identified in this comment is noted and is available to the applicant as part of the record. All
available data was reviewed and this location could not be verified. Additional survey/planning will be

performed before construction.

180K.
The house locations was updated in the GIS shapefile and is shown in updated Appendix A maps. The
house location update does not change the numbers in Table 8.3.4.3-1 in the EIS.

180L.
The location identified in this comment is noted and is available to the applicant as part of the record. All
available data was reviewed and this location could not be verified. Additional survey/planning will be

performed before construction.

180M.
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.

180N.
Map 8.3-34 and Section 8.3.4.5 of the EIS have been updated to include this information.
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e This will affect the value of property when you want to sell. Your property will decrease
8 — 10%, this was brought up in the meeting. If Excel Energy truly needs this line, they
181F should be made to pay every year to the owner and succeeding owners making a fair deal
with property owners. Payouts should not be based on a one time payout, as Excel
Minnesota Department of Commerce ; Energy will be profiting forever and has the opportunity to add another line.
85 7" Place East, Suite 500 :
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-2198 J e The alternate route should be used as it is more in line with the North Rochester
St. Paul, - 181G : : : - :
Attention: Matthew Langan substation and the land is not as productive as the land in the projected route.
Minnesota State Permit Manager
RE: PUC Docket No. TL-09-1448 1811 o It .w11'1 affect wildlife habitat and some of the land on this farm is home to ‘
12223 County Road 128 NE : wildlife. |
Elgin, Minnesota 55932 1,
’ e There were approximately 100 people at this meeting in Plainview, and |
Thoughts on Excel Energv: out of those people no one spoke in favor of these lines. This should make 7
— o The farmland in this area is extremely valuable for crop production. 1811 Excel Energy aware that no one wants the power line on their property.
It is some of the most productive soil in Minnesota. It’s not right to take ) )
this acreage out of production. We would like Excel Energy to consider the alternate So'me p'eopk: have not even had a chance to voice their c?ncerns.
181A route. | Will this small farming community benefit from this project?
 Atthe present time, this farm is rented acreage and it will make it more difficult to farm In the meetings I have attended, the lines are going in, it’s just a matter of where, ;
with Xcel Energy towers in place, if farmers will even be willing to rent. :
Maybe Excel Energy should take another look at what they are doing and where the
131B o The power lines are going to make noise and there may be stray energy that 181 least environmental impact would be or put the project on hold, until all aspects are
affects animals (cows in Wisconsin case) and if it affects animals ne gatively honestly and earnestly considered as this will affect the quality of life for generations to i
181C it has to affect people adversely. I come.
e Xcel Energy was given the right to pursue this project, as it was shown or determined as Respectfully, -
energy was needed, but is this true? Also where is it coming from and going to? No % . / /w/
181D complete answer. This needs to be addressed again. Is the state of Minnesota going to ; Ay
benefit from this project? The economy is lackluster. Lisa J. Romball
* Reimbursement is not going to be fair for anyone. Farmland and home owners payouts
181E should last forever as farmland and home ownership will be affected forever.




Appendix O
FEISID #181

181A.
See Section 7.5.1 of the EIS.

181B.
See Section 7.3.2 of the EIS.

181C.
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.

181D.

The need for this transmission line has been previously determined by the Minnesota Public Utilities
Commission (Docket No. CN-06-1115). Questions of need for this project cannot be addressed in this
document, Minn. Stat. 216E.02, Subp. 2.

181E.

The compensation issue, we understand, is important to many landowners. Though compensation is
important to many landowners, it is outside the scope of the EIS. See the Scoping Decision Document,
“Issues Outside the Scope of the EIS.”

181F.
See Section 7.2 of the EIS.

181G.
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.

181H.
See Section 7.7 of the EIS.

181L.

EFP understands that few people want a transmission line on their property. The need for this transmission
line has been previously determined by the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission (Docket No. CN-06-
1115). Questions of need for this project cannot be addressed in this document, Minn. Stat. 216E.02, Subp.
2.

181].
The routing process determines where the best route for the lines is, not whether they should be built at all.
The EIS and hearing process is designed to try to do what is suggested--to select the best route through a

thorough review of all relevant factors.
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Bob Rosenquist
42883 228" Avenue
Mazeppa, MN 55956

Dear Mr. Rosenquist:

Thanks for your letter concerning the Goodhue Wind project. This project and the stray voltage
concerns you raised are the subject of a contested case hearing before an administrative law
judge that was ordered by the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission last fall. The judge is
currently evaluating all the evidence in that hearing record and is expected to issue a report
with findings and recommendations in early May. Once the report is issued, the Commission
will schedule a hearing to consider those findings and recommendations.

Minnesota Public Utilities Commission permits Large Wind Energy Conversion Systems (LWECS)
that are 5 MW and above. Some counties have taken on authority to permit LWECS between 5
MW and 25 MW, pursuant to 216F.08. The general permits standards you mentioned were
developed by the Commission for counties that have authority to permit LWECS under 25 MW.
However, they were based on conditions historically required in permits issued by the
Commission and provide a good starting point for siting requirements for larger projects as
well.

Permit conditions cover as wide range of issues including turbine placement, construction
practices and post-construction monitoring. Key setbacks include: adequate distance from
homes to insure compliance with the state’s noise standard in MN Rules Ch. 7030 (the noise
standard typically requires a 750 to 1500 foot setback from homes) and a wind access buffer
setback from the property line of nonparticipating landowners (typically 900 to 1,500 feet).

My staff provides technical support to the Commission’s efforts and routinely seeks out new
data and information concerning relevant issues. For example, staff commissioned the
Minnesota Department of Health’s May 2009 Public Health Impacts of Wind Turbines report in
response to questions and concerns regarding possible health effect of wind turbines.

Such efforts lead to changes in permit requirements. For example, applicants must now
evaluate the cumulative noise impacts of multiple turbines at 40 and 50 dB (A) and document
compliance with standards through modeling and post-construction monitoring. They also
must evaluate shadow flicker impacts and document steps taken to minimize impacts.

| anticipate that standards will continue to evolve as more scientific information becomes
available to the Commission and my staff. | will give the information you provided concerning
stray voltage to my staff for review as we await the judge’s report.

Sincerely,

Michael J. Rothman
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182A.
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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April 21, 2011

Office of Energy Security, MN Department of Commerce
Matt Langan, State Permit Manager

85 7th Place East, Suite 500

St. Paul, MN 55101-2198

RE: CapX2020 Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345kV and 161kV Transmission Line Project (PUC
Docket No. E002/TL-09-1448) Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comments Regarding
Segment 3

Dear Mr. Langan,

| have read the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the CapX2020 project. | am particularly
concerned about the 3P route that crosses White Bridge Road. There are two areas that |
believe need additional discussion and analysis before any route recommendation can be made
and before the Environmental Impact Statement can be finalized.

First, route comparisons need to examine not only current population and usage, but also the
project’s future impacts throughout the life of the transmission lines. Statistics used in the study
compare route alternatives relative to property values and human settlements including items
such as proximity to structures (see table 8.3.4.3-1, pg. 152), noise and displacement, visual and
aesthetic impacts as the route environments exist today. This is an obvious and important
comparison, but equally important are these same human and environmental impacts using
projected growth and zoning for the proposed routes.

The area along the White Bridge Road / Lake Zumbro route is projected to grow in population as
the northern most boundary of Rochester expands in this direction. Using predictive population
growth and Olmsted County planning projections, the same routes should be compared over the
life of the transmission lines to assess the future environmental impacts. Since the transmission
lines will be around for a long time, the analysis needs to look at the long term impact to property
values and human settiements given projected growth numbers for each area. | would like to see
these tables added to the study and included in the final Environmental Impact Statement.

Secondly, section 8.3.4.4 on page 152 states that “Transmission towers and lines also change
the visual quality of views within the agricultural landscape; however, due to the relatively low
population densities and small numbers of travelers along most route alternatives, this impact
does not affect many people.” Clearly, the author of this report has not been on White Bridge
Road in the mornings before work or on a Friday afternoon as boat trailers line the highway
heading for the only recreational lake in Olmsted County. Traffic on the weekend in this area
peaks to high levels as fishermen and boaters take the short drive to Lake Zumbro for an
afternoon of boating. The MNDOT traffic volume data from 2006, states that the average annual
daily traffic (AADT) count was 2000 vehicles that travel along County Road 12 between County
Road 27 and Highway 63 (see
http://www.dot.state.mn.us/traffic/data/maps/trunkhighway/2006/counties/olmsted.pdf). Clearly

this is not a “low population density area” as the Draft Environmental Impact Statement reports.

The population density of this area peaks on the weekends and clearly all of these people would
be impacted by the “visual quality” change. | would like some clarification to that comment along
with route comparison tables comparing all alternative routes and the number of people affected
by the “change in visual quality”. For the White Bridge Road 3P route, this should include the
estimated recreational population that uses Lake Zumbro each weekend since most boaters take

this route to the lake. Clearly this “transient / recreational” population needs to be factored into
those that would be impacted by the visual change to the beautiful Lake Zumbro landscape.

In conclusion, although | certainly understand there are few people that want these transmission
lines in their neighborhood, | think the Draft Environment Impact Statement, as written today,
does a poor job at comparing the routes and all the possible alternatives. The Draft
Environmental Impact Statement needs to project the impact into the future, considering the life of
the transmission lines. The 3P route through White Bridge Road today may look like it has “low
population density”, but realistically in the future these transmission lines may well be going
through a residential area, school yard and seen by thousands of boaters each weekend as they
make the short drive to the only recreational lake in the area. I'd like to see the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement amended to take future growth impacts into consideration as
well as consider the "transient/recreational” population that is affected by the transmission lines
through the White Bridge Road 3P route.

Sincerely,

Carolyn V Roth

332 Fisherman Dr NW
Oronoco, MN 55960
507 367-2866

cvroth@pitel.net
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183A.

While it may be true that these areas will develop more rapidly than other areas in Olmstead or Wabasha
counties, the applicable zoning ordinance does not appear to prohibit utility distribution or transmission
lines in these areas. The impact on these potential growth areas will be taken into account by the OAH and

the Commission during route recommendation and route decision.

183B.
While not an agricultural area, compared to urban character of the City of Rochester and the Twin Cities

Metropolitan Area, the White Bridge Road area has a low population density.

CapX Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345kV and 161kV Transmission Lines Project: Final Environmental Impact Statement 0-441



Appendix O

184A

184B

0442

FEIS ID #184

85 b Place Bast, Suite 360, 5 Paul, MN 531012198
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Pléase submit comments by

Matthew Langan Email: matthew.langan@state.mn.us
Minnesota Dept. of Commerce Phone: 651-296-2096

85 7" Place East Fax: 651-297-7891

Suite 500

St. Paul, MN 55101-2198

184A.
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.

184B.

While these areas may develop more rapidly than other areas in Olmstead or Wabasha counties, there is no
generally acceptable way to quantify or predict how many residences may be constructed near a particular
route. Asnoted elsewhere, the property value impacts of the proposed transmission line appear to be
minor compared to other factors affecting property values, and the applicable zoning ordinance does not
prohibit utility distribution or transmission lines in these areas. However, the general zoning information
is part of the record for this decision, and the impact on these potential growth areas will be taken into

account by the OAH and the Commission during route recommendation and route decision.
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Our concerns as a landowner in the path of the CapX2020 route in Oronoco township e Having a high voltage line on our property would mean our son, who is farming
include: 185D the land, would not qualify for an FHA loan. Young farmers have a hard enough
time making it in the business. With so few young farmers and young people
e Being the largest feedlot operating in Oronoco Township, static electricity will wanting to BE farmers, this would be a detriment.
endanger our livestock and our operation from maintaining a healthy herd and
jeopardizing reproduction knowing that static electricity has been known to cause
miscarriages.
Jim and Jeanie Rucker |
e If you build on this route, the high voltage power line will be within 500 feet of 2765 115™ St NW
one of our hog barns. Oronoco MN 55960
! ' Section 9 Oronoco Township ‘
e Within the proposed route, there are two dairy operations in addition to our farm mootel@pitel net ‘
that will be affected in their milk production and reproduction of animals. This is 507-208-6397 1
milk that YOUR family will be drinking. ‘
185A :
e In planning the CapX2020 route, they take into account densely populated areas,
but seem to have no qualms about routing through feedlots and through areas with
many livestock which is the source of food for the population and the operator’s
income.
e The static electricity may build up in our livestock’s water sources and give them
shocks which will prevent them from adequate watering.
e Static electricity has been known to disrupt GPS signals that are used in modern
farm technologies such as our tractors, planters, and sprayers used for accurate
applications which leads to less pollution from over-applying spray.
_ e Static electricity has also been known to cause childhood leukemia and also ,
endanger the health of workers that spend a lot of time outdoors, such as farmers. }
\
e Static electricity also interferes with the bioelectrical life process causing illnesses {
such as certain cancers and premature aging, headaches, dizziness, Alzheimer’s a
disease, depression, insomnia, or other nervous oddities. ‘
185B

e According to eHow “a study carried out by the Swedish government on
500,000 people over 25 years found that children living near high voltage
power lines had four times the risk of getting cancer than in normal
circumstances, whilst adults were three times more likely. The Swedish
government now rates electromagnetic fields along with tobacco as a class 2
carcinogen.”

e The Mayo One helicopter frequently flies low over our property on the way to
185C accidents. Having the power lines located here would endanger the helicopter and
slow response time, therefore endangering other lives.
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2910 White
Bridge Road—
Oronoco
Township’s
largest feedlot

Dater4/iz/2011

Preferred Route

185A.
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.

185B.
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.

185C.
See Section 7.11 of the EIS.

185D.
See Section 7.2 of the EIS.
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4/29/2011

Comments against the current proposed routing for the Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345 kV and
161kV Transmission Line Project through Oronoco Township near Rochester MN.

PUC Dockets Number: E002/TL-09-1448

| am opposed to the routing of the high power lines through Oronoco Township. | have several
objections to the routing through Oronoco Township in Olmsted County north of Rochester MN.

The current preferred route goes though my father-in-law and mother-in-laws land and within visual site
of my home where | live with my husband and my two small children, ages 1 and 8. In fact, there is
another possible route that could go dangerously close to both or our homes located directly on
Olmsted County Highway 12. My elderly in-laws, aged 89 and 93, also reside next door directly on the
current proposed route. The power line will directly impact our family. Both of our homes are on the
map as households identified near the centerline of OES scoping routes.

The Rucker family has have lived here for more than 100 years. Several world wars and even the Great
Depression were not able to do what these high power lines have the ability to do, decimate the value
of our property and crush any future potential available for us or our children. Even the recent
economic devaluation of property values has not had much impact on Oronoco Township.

My father-in-law was born in Oronoco Township and still lives in the historic Sears home his parents
build when he was 3 years old. The home is now 90 years old and he is 93. When he got married he
brought his bride to that home to stay and they have been there ever since.

This township and the land adjoining our township are one of the bright development spots within the
state of Minnesota. Our township has not had what usually plagues rural townships. We have actually
experienced development and growth for the last number of years in great numbers that required us to
actually take control of zoning to the point where we have a rural subdivision section of our local zoning
ordinance in addition to our land use plan. We have a large population for a township. | don’t think that
our local land uses and future land uses have been looked at well. | do not see where they have even
been considered.

This route, if sited through Oronoco Township, has the ability to impact a large number of residences
and an even larger number of people. This township has a dense population where compared to many
other townships.

We have been able to provide the same wonderful childhood for our children that my husband’s family
has had for generations. We have been able to take walks along the fencelines and watch the growth of
raspberries changing from young shoots in the spring to full grown berries later in the season. Now

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

186E

186F

186G

186H

1861

186]

186K

some of those same boundaries are threatened. The walks and other activities we enjoy are
threatened. This also will impact the one recreational lake we have in this area, Lake Zumbro.

I also fear the placing of these high power lines has the ability to impact the views and aesthetic value of
the area. Views that have been in the Rucker family for multiple generations may be ruined. Since
before cars came driving down County Road 12 in Olmsted County, my husband’s family the Ruckers
have been living and working here. This has the ability to threaten our land, our future and even our
health.

I have two young children and | worry about the short and long term impact of living in close proximity
to the high power lines. I have had a difficult time trying to determine what is a safe distance from high
power lines. The information and references are not consistent or clear as if trying to cause confusion.
Not only so | want to know clearly defined what the harm is, I also want to know what their proposed
solutions are. Their resolutions to the potential harms are not clear.

The timeframes involved are not conducive to a realistic review of the information by individuals
without a battery of lawyers and specialists. The timeframes are also exptremely condensed from the
draft EIS to the final route site selection making is difficult to even review the reams of materials being
presented.

The current preferred route through Oronoco township may directly impact not only my home but also
my in-laws original Sears catalog home. It was built 90 years ago when my father-in-law was 3 years old.
He was born in Oronoco Township and has lived in that home since the day it was built.

The ability of these high power lines to interfere with our cell phones and TV transmissions is also of
concern. We built in recent years a tower so we would be able to receive local TV broadcasts. There isa
large possibility this will be impacted and the entire tower system we installed made worthless. The
channels we receive are not all available via satellite and we do not have cable tv service. This is our
lifeline to many different local stations including times when we have severe weather and watching local
stations is necessary for our safety. My next door in-laws also have a similar tower installed.

I am concerned about the impact to medical devices as well. Although | do not currently have a pace
maker or other similar device, | could potential need this in future years and do not want its
effectiveness negated due to the proximity of high power lines. One of the Oronoco Township routes
sited goes directly past my home and there is no way for me to avoid transiting under the lines multiple
times per day. In order to get to a grocery store, the post office or my work | would need under and
potentially next to the power lines.

If 1 ever have a future need for acute medical care | would like to have the option for home health care
and whatever potential devices would be available. | am concerned that the medical devices which
could save my life and prevent necessary nursing home admissions would not work. This could include
heart monitoring and other potential medical devices. Even today, there are times where a correct
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medical diagnosis may involve wearing a home monitoring device that | am concerned could have its
effectiveness neutered.

Again, it is extremely difficult to get a clear picture from the information provided what the short and
long term health impacts of voltage could be on my family. The information provided in tables is not
consistently listed and unclear as if to obfuscate this and other health issues.

My oldest child is getting to the age where she can be in 4-H and could care for animals. | want to make
sure it continues to be safe for her and her animals. With our home identified with a dot on the maps |
am no longer sure that will continue to be true.

Ultimately, these high power lines would be the tallest structures in our township and visible from many
locations impacting even those landholders values who do not have a tower directly placed on them.

I’'m also concerned that this will lower the values of our township overall which could impact the
amount they collect for property taxes impacting their ability to provide services and maintain our
existing infrastructure. | don’t want our paved roads to crumble and never be repaved and revert back
to gravel when the time comes for repaving. That power line equipment will be heavy and prematurely
age our roads.

My name is Kathy Rucker and | live at 3079 White Bridge Road NW, Oronoco MN 55960. That location is
in Oronoco Township.

Again, | am against the proposed southern routing through the Oronoco Township area.

Thank you.

186A.
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.

186B.
See Section 7.2 of the EIS.

186C.

There are routes in Oronoco township and elsewhere in Olmstead County that cross through areas that are
zoned suburban or other residential and could see residential development in the future. However, the
applicable zoning ordinance does not appear to prohibit utility distribution or transmission lines in these
areas. The information in the comment is included in the OAH record for the Project to be weighed along

with other factors affecting the Commissions final route decision.

186D.
See Section 7.3.3 of the EIS.

186E.
See Section 7.12 of the EIS.

186F.
See Section 7.3.1 of the EIS.

186G.
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.

186H.
The EIS review time is set by MN rule.

1861.
See Section 7.3.3 of the EIS.

186].
See Section 7.9 of the EIS.

186K.
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.

186L.
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.
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186 M.
See Section 7.3.1 of the EIS.

186N.
See Section 7.2 of the EIS.
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FEIS ID #187

Aatar Eieker
2000 White Bridpe RD MW
{Iromoeo WS 35960

Cironoes ownship, Section 9, Ranpe-14-W

As one of the largest livestock producers of beel and hogs in Oronoca
tovwenship, 1 am concerned for the safety of our livestock and the livestock of
the neighboring farms. As a voung farmer just getting established in the
furming business, Tam concerned the CAP X 2020 praject will negatively
effect our livestock and our business, There are few voung fammers that are
willing to or have the opportunity to take on the mole of operating a family
farm. With the proposed route | am concerned for the livelihood of our
fanily farm. There are fower farmers in the country and we need 1o be
profected so we can conlinue Lo praduce sale and quality food for the
population.

Here arg gomme of e concernas

s Static clectricity can build up in cattle and hops water resulting in a
shock to the animal when they drink. When this oceurs, the animals
will not recelve enoush waler and will beeome debyvdrated.

u With the advances in agriculture and GP5, high voliage lines can
interrupt  the signal used lor planting, spraying, and product
applicalion, When this occurs, productz can be over applicd and cause
ptential rupoffand pollation concerns.

s As a Tather with voung children living very elose to the proposed
rowte, static electricity has been known 1o eause childhood leukenia
and other health problems with prolonged exposure,

s Stadic electricity can also cause certain cancers, prematuee aging,
headaches, dizziness, Alzheimer's disease, deprassion, insomnia, and
rither nervonz oddifies,

Please contact Adam Rocker
Eemail Ajrusherlurmss

dyahoooom

Frotored FRoyte
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187A.
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.

187B.
See Section 7.5.1 of the EIS.

187C.
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.
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FEISID #188

To whom it may concern:
PUC Dockets Number: E002/TL-09-1448

Comments against the current proposed routing for the Hampton-Rochester-La
Crosse 345 kV and 161kV Transmission Line Project through Oronoco Township.

| am 93 years old and was born in and have lived in Oronoco Township my entire
life. Over 90 years ago, my father built the home I live in when | was 3 years old
by ordering it out of a Sears catalog. It is an original historic Sears home and
has never been out of my possession. | can still remember when it arrived in
pieces and my folks were ready to start building it. When | got married, my new
wife Marie joined me here. | have lived in the home since the day it was built and
have never moved. Now it is threatened.

The southern route has the potential to impact my historic home as well as the
home where my son’s young family live. We are both in the potential corridor
with our homes sited on County Highway 12. The powerline route through
Oronoco Township is currently routing directly through my land.

| don’t feel that information has been provided to me and my wife Marie. We
don’t have internet access at our home and the only copy of the plan available is
not available to us locally. What meetings we have been able to even find out
about we are unable to attend due to the location and timing of them.

No meetings have been in Oronoco. No information has been available in
Oronoco or even in the library bookmobile that goes to Oronoco. We have great
difficulty getting to other locations and the information is not easily available.

Over the 93 years | have lived here, my entire life, | and many of my neighbors
have been farmers. We don't get retirement plans from jobs. Many of us look to
our land as our long term nest egg. Over the years | have been approached
multiple times by developers interested in Oronoco Township. The powerlines
are going right through my land and this will immediately impact its value and any
value that could be had from developing my land. No developer will want to site
a development next to high power lines or even within view of high power lines.

| have not been able to get a clear answer on what the health impacts are for the
high power lines either. What little information | have been able to get does not
seem clear. My 1 and 8 year old grandkids live next door to me, also on the
route. | worry about the health impact this could have on them and their long
lives.

I am 93 and my wife is 89. We have concerns on what the health effects are. |
also have friends and family who visit. What impacts will high power lines have

188E

188F

on pace makers and other medical devices should | have friends visit with them
or if | or my wife ever need them?

In order to receive local tv signals we have had to install a tower next to our
house where we could mount an antenna. | feel that this will be impacted and we
will no longer be able to get the current tv reception that we have.

I am also concerned about the timeframe in which the decision is being made. |
do not know how through a job can be done researching all of the concerns we
have with a route decision being made so soon after.

I don’t feel that many of these concerns have been addressed well.

Thank you,
Vernon Rucker and Marie Rucker
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188A.
See Section 7.10 of the EIS.

188B.

Hard copies of the draft EIS were placed in ten local libraries. Additionally, public meetings and times were
chosen to make these meetings accessible. Your comment on the accessibility of information is now part of
the record and will be forwarded to the AL]J.

188C.
See Section 7.2 of the EIS.

188D.
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.

188E.
See Section 7.9 of the EIS.

188F.
The EIS review time is set by MN rule.
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189B

189C

189D
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FEIS ID #189

PUC Dockets Number: E002/TL-09-1448

Comments against the current proposed routing for the Hampton-Rochester-La
Crosse 345 kV and 161kV Transmission Line Project through Oronoco Township.

My name is Kraig Rucker and | live at 3079 White Bridge Rd Nw Oronoco MN
(Oronoco Township). | am opposed to the routing of the Hampton-Rochester-La
Crosse 345 kV and 161kV Transmission Line Project through Oronoco
Township. This is the route marked on many maps as route as a preferred route
that goes through northern Olmsted County in Minnesota.

| was born in and have lived in this community all of my life. My father is 93
years old and has lived his entire lifetime here as well. His father before him
settled in Oronoco Township. My family has been involved in agriculture for
generations and it has been a source of income and a pleasant place to live for
all this time. The vistas that | grew up with and my grandfather knew have the
potential to be destroyed. We have lived on this land since the 1800s and now
the routing of the powerline can potentially permanently change that for my family
forever.

With the proposed routing of this power line through Oronoco Township, and
portions of my family’s land, our family’s income and quality of life will be
severely impacted. Farm land that has been one continuous farmed parcel,
would be dissected and forced to be farmed around. Every acre of land is
valuable, and contributes to the bottom line income of a farm. Any of the land
that is no longer farmable, directly impacts a farms income potential.

The quality of life in our community will be greatly reduced as well. There are
studies that correlate poor health with living in close proximity to these types of
mammoth power lines. | have a wife and two young children that have a home
established in Oronoco Township, and | have serous concerns for their health
and welfare, should these power lines be routed in proximity to our home. | wish
my children to have an opportunity to grow up in a safe healthy atmosphere, that
| enjoyed once myself. My parents live next door and are elderly. They don’t
wish the remaining years of their lives and their health jeopardized for an
increase in power distribution, that they would not even take benefit from.

Lastly the property values of the agricultural land, in addition to any land that
could be developed for residential purposes would be severely impacted by this
project. Older members of our community have counted on their land value as a
security, or future pension. This project would now put this financial security in
doubt. A number of residents in our community have similar land holdings and
would be affected as well.

| respectfully ask you to consider routing these power lines outside of Oronoco
Township for the reasons | have outlined above.

189A.

See Section 7.3.1 of the EIS.

189B.

See Section 7.5.1 of the EIS.

189C.
See Section 7.1 of the EIS.

189D.
See Section 7.2 of the EIS.
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190A.

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.

190B.
85 b Place Bast. Suite 360, Se, Paul, 3N <198 i
ity G51.286.4626 nry: 651.290.2800 fax 7780 See Section 7.2 of the EIS.

B

- security.

WO MG Ly

PUBLIC COMMENT SHEET

CapX Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse Transmission Line
Project

PUC Docket Number: EQ02/TL-09-1448

R T R R T

S e e e

FCEL e

Comments:

190A

190B

Matthew Langan Email: matthew.langan/@state.mn.us
Minnesota Dept. of Commerce Phone: 651-296-2096

85 7™ Place East Fax: 651-297-7891

Suite 500

St. Paul, MN 55101-2198
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191D
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0-454

FEISID #191
Langan, Matthew (CONMM)
From: Karen Sandberg [ironpoint@pitel.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 21, 2011 12:28 PM
To: Langan, Matthew (COMM)
Subject: CAPX Hampton-Rochester-LaCrosse 345KV & 161kV Transmission Line Project

Mr. Langan:
| oppose the findings of the DEIS report regarding the 3P-010 to 3P-010 routes for 3 reasons.

1) The DEIS does not fit the land-use plan of the local government agencies; | live in Olmsted township which has an
ongoing development plan involving a new county road with subsequent new housing areas. The DEIS would immensely
impact in a negative way the availability of FHA financing of home sales.

When | read the study, | found it difficult to believe that home values and the ability to sell one's home would not be
affected by the proximity to huge 180 ft. pylons marching past. Barely a negative study could be found in the report,
although | read it twice. In fact, the cheerful, upbeat, almost all positive character of this report made me feel that it was
written carefully so that the power companies would look good.

2) Another reason | oppose the study is because it basically states that hardly any harm will come to any large or small
birds and wild life in the area. | think that you do not know the extent of what lives here. | have seen huge flocks of
pelicans (early this month), whistling swans stop by, bald eages regularly fly in pairs along the river to fish, my neighbor
saw golden eagles this spring, there are several species of owl, and also hawks. Every spring and fall, the migrating
warblers and songbirds come through. All of these go along the Mississippi, but they come here, too.

3) The last reason | oppose the study is because it reads like a spin or an ad for the power companies. You all will tell us
what is good for us, since it was decided years ago by you what you wanted to do. This study helps your profit margin.

Karen Sandberg
11128 Cedar Beach Dr. NW
Oronoco, Mn 55960

191A.
See Section 7.4.1 of the EIS.

191B.
See Section 7.2 of the EIS.

191C.
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.

191D.
See Section 7.7 of the EIS.

191E.
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. Mr. Langan is an employee of the State of Minnesota’s Office of

Energy Security and does not work for the applicant.
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CapX Hampton-Rochester-LaCrosse 345kV & 161kV Transmission Line Project

I have two points to make about the CapX plan that puts the line along the
County 12 hiway in Oronoco Township.

1) T am an avid reader of the Post Bulletin and don’t remember any
information about where the lines could be placed. When I looked
this up on-line, I found this article published on April 22, 2009. 1
printed it out and you can read it. You will notice that there are no
maps, no reference to where any of these huge power lines would go
except vague references to Mid-West, Minnesota, Hampton to
Rochester to La Crosse. In fact, there are very few facts in the article.
CapX and the accompanying Green Power Express are long on
flowery words and short on details.

192A

2) On April 10, this past Sunday, I glanced out on the river. It was early
evening and a high wind had been blowing all day. I was amazed at
what I saw. There were hundreds of Great White Pelicans floating
down the river with hundreds more coming in to land. I have some
photographs here that my neighbor took.

This happened for two reasons: many birds, large and small, use the
, Zumbro River and Lake Zumbro as a resting area on their way north
192B to nest. I’ve lived on the river for 20 years and have seen the large
variety of swans, ducks, warblers, hawks, eagles, and herons that visit
twice a year or live in the area.

The other reason the pelicans appeared this year is that Lake Shady
does not exist anymore. It was also a way-station for migrating birds.

So, what happens to these birds when they fly too close to these 345
kilovolts? Anyone here like fried pelican?

Other folks will speak about the effect of stray voltage and magnetic fields
on humans. Ifit’s not good for wildlife and animals, it’s not good for
humans.

f,cmw S(LW/{{/G“@W
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Solving the transmission problem
Wed, Apr 22, 2009 PB Online

By -

Post-Bulletin, Rochester MN
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Producing electricity is relatively easy once wind turbines are assembled, but moving that energy from the wind farm

to the consumer is considerably more difficult.

First, the windiest locations, such as Buffalo Ridge, Minn., and the Dakotas, are
hundreds of miles from large population centers. Transmission lines are needed to
solve that problem, but underdeveloped transmission in rural areas complicates the
effort.

"Fortunately and unfortunately, a lot of that wind development is being proposed in
rural areas," said Tim Carlsgaard, communications director for the Transmission
Capacity Expansion Initiative by the year 2020 (CapX2020) project. "'(The

transmission in those areas) was designed to meet local, rural needs, not to meet the -

needs of these huge wind farms."

The issue of 'maxed out" power lines in certain areas also adds another obstacle to
the transmission puzzle.

That is where CapX2020 and Green Power Express have come on the scene recently.

Both are high-voltage transmission lines proposed to alleviate the current problems,
and to address the "lack of electric transmission infrastructure needed to integrate
wind energy," according to Independent Transmission Company Midwest, which
developed the Green Power Express. '

Seven-state project

The Green Power Express is a 765-kilovolt project that was proposed in February
that will traverse seven states, including Minnesota, ''to efficiently move up to 12,000
megawatts of renewable energy in wind-rich areas to major Midwest load centers,"
according to the company. The estimated cost for the 3,000-mile transmission line is
approximately $10 billion to $12 billion.

Currently, the Green Power Express is in the earliest stages of discussion for the
project. No route studies or a siting processes have been conducted.

"What we did-is, we made the public announcement and we made the federal filing,
but this is a process of conversations with so many stakeholders who have an
interest in seeing wind development," said Tom Petersen, communications director
at ITC Midwest.

Interesting facts

How using wind
prevents other resources
from being depleted.

To generate the same
amount of electricity as
today's U.S. wind
turbine fleet (16,818
MW), 23 million tons of
coal (a line of 10-ton
trucks over 9,000 miles
long) or 75 million
barrels of oil would need
to be burned each year. -
- American Wind
Energy Association

U.S. winds could
generate more
electricity in 15 years
than all of Saudi Arabia's
oil. -- AWEA

Generating 100 kWh of
wind power each
month for one year has
the same environmental
impact as planting a
half-acre of trees or not

http://ww2.postbulletin.com/newsmanager/templates/print_story.asp?a=395549 2/15/2011
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CapX2020 is a joint initiative of 11 utilities in Minnesota and the surrounding region
to install four separate transmission lines across the state and region. The lines will
run from Bemidji, Minn., to Grand Rapids, Minn.; from Fargo, N.D., through St.
Cloud to Monticello, Minn.; from Hampton, Minn., through Rochester to La Cresse,
Wis., and from Brookings County, S.D., to Hampton. The lines will carry 345
kilovolts, with the exception of the Bemidji-to-Grand Rapids line, which will carry
230 kilovolts. The cost for the lines will be between $1.4 billion and $1.7 billion.

"What we can say for sure is, that (CapX2020) is an investment that is needed for
reliability, and to meet customer growth and to meet the renewable energy standard
in Minnesota," said Laura McCarten, co-executive director of the CapX2020
Initiative.

The project recently received a large vote of confidence by Minnesota administrative
law judge Beverly J. Heydinger after she recommended the project for approval by
the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission.

Voices in debate

However, there are others who believe the high-voltage lines aren't the answer.

Page 2 of 3

driving a car 2,400
miles. Generating 600
kWh of wind power each
month for one year is
similar to removing one
car from the road for that
year. -- SMPPA

A 100 MW wind farm
will, over the course of
20 years, displace the
need for nearly 1

" million tons of coal, or

nearly 600 billion cubic
meters of natural gas. --
GE

"I am sympathetic with everyone that wants transmission for wind. I do too, but we know, from studies that aren't
very old that Congress asked for, that running great big lines from great big wind farms with great big loads isn't the
way to reduce congestion," said Kristen Eide-Tollefson, a citizen energy advocate from Frontenac. '"The best way (to
reduce congestion) is to have a variety of (line) sizes and projects, and site those across different wind areas."

Eide-Tollefson is also concerned with other aspects she doesn't feel were addressed in the CapX2020 Certificate of

Need hearing that took place earlier this year.

"They are not committing any of the lines," she said. "They are justifying them as wind, but they will not commit any

capacity to ensuring that it will be wind."

According to Petersen, Eide-Tollefson's request just isn't possible.

"We don't own generation; we don't own any wind farms; we are purely just the transmission lines, which is why we

have a nondiscriminatory approach about generators," he said.

"We can't discriminate who has access to our system because we are an independent transmission company."

But the ""Green Power Express," name and advertisement by both ITC Midwest and CapX2020 about transporting

wind is what is making Eide-Tollefson so frustrated.

"There is a lot of green washing going on generally," she said. Allowing people to build infrastructure only half used
by wind, to compete for markets that haven't been established yet, is a problem, she said.

Sigurd Anderson, who is very active ixi Southeastern Minnesota Clean Energy Resource Teams (CERTS) and the
Minnesota Project, also has concerns about who is going to pay for these lines and who is going to benefit from the

money they generate.

Garwin McNeilus, who put up the first wind turbines in southeastern Minnesota, doesn't buy that argument.

"I don't buy into that at all,” he said. "It benefits Minnesota if we tie our turbines into it. Why wouldn't it? I am not

tracking with them. We are one country."

Dan Hayes of Southern Minnesota Municipal Power Agency, a member of CapX2020, says that transmission is

needed badly.

http://ww2.postbulletin.com/newsmanager/templates/print_story.asp?a=395549 2/15/2011

Page 3 of 3

"The transmission system in this country is pretty fragile,”" Hayes said. ""It's pretty much like the highway system was
before the Interstate highway system, which was a series of country roads. What it did for the economy and the
country was phenomenal. What a good electricity highway system in this country could do for this economy could be
equally phenomenal."

McNeilus agrees: "It is so needed it's pathetic. This is crazy -- with the technology we have today, it shouldn't be like
entering a new country. We would do so much to lower our cost by upgrading that grid."

Eide-Tollefson agrees, but said the proposed CapX2020 project failed to implement the ""Smart Grid" technology that
is needed for such upgrades.

""We only get to rebuild our system every 30-50 years, and those are enormous investments," she said.

"The way that they have done it in the past is they overbuild and wait to catch up. But if they overbuild (this time) we
won't have the money to invest to make our system more smart.

"We are over-investing in a strategy, that I don't think is a good strategy for the 21st century"
Jeremy Chipps, a La Crescent resident and member of the Citizens Energy Task Force, agrees.

"We want the clean, green energy future that President Obama has been proposing, not the large polluting power
systems of the past," Chipps said.

Post-Bulletin Company, L.L.C.
www.postbulletin.com

http://ww2.postbulletin.com/newsmanager/templates/print_story.asp?a=395549 2/15/2011
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192A.
Please contact OES staff to obtain the information you need. We have attempted to make the EIS document

as easily available as possible.

192B.
See Section 8.3.4.7 of the EIS.
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193A.
See Section 7.3.3 of the EIS.

193B.
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.

193C.
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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James Schreader
Wabasha Soil & Water Conservation District
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
NATURAL RESOURCES CONSERVATION SERVICE
Preliminary Cost Estimate By Don Sylvester
Checked By Date
Sinkhole Seals 2
ltem Quantity Unit Unit Cost. Total Cost
Main Outlet 50+00 to PIL 42+50 0 LN.FT. $ - $ -
Main PIL 42+50 to End 35+00 0 LN.FT. $ - $ - |
1 Main Jct. RDS to End 0 LN.FT. | $ - $ -
1A Branch Jct.RDS Main to End 0 LN.FT. $ - $ -
1B Branch Jct LDS Main to End 0 LNFT. | $ - $ -
1C Branch Jct. LDS Main to End 0 LNFT. | $ - $ -
1A-1 Branch Jct. RDS 1A (Div. Chan.) 0 LN.FT. | $ - $ -
0 LN.FT. $ - $ -
2 Main Outlet to End 0 LN.FT. | $ - $ -
2 Branch. RDS Jct.to End CCRP 0 LNFT. | $ - $ -
2 Main PIR to End 0 LN.FT. $ - $ -
3 Main Outlet to End Part CCRP 0 LN.FT. 1 $ - $ -
3 Branch Jct LDS to End , 0 LN.FT. | $ - $ -
Excavation 1000 C.Y. $ 0751 % 750.00
Backfill 1000 LNFT.- | $ 0751 % 750.00
Plastic Liner (10 mil) 20" X 100 3 Ea. $ 20000 | $ 600.00
Placing Liner- includes removing stones 4800 S.F. $ 010} $ 480.00 |
Breaker Rock for Crossing (Inplace) 0 C.Y. $ - $ -
Site Prep. 0 SumJob | $ - $ ~
{Total Cost Estimate for Sinkhole Seal - $ 2,580.00
Remove 8" Tile & Install LDS of Sink hole 200 L.F. ’$ 200 $ 400.00
CMP Riser'Inlet for Tile Water 0 " L.F. $ - $ -
Plastic Liner (10 mil) 20' X100" 0 Ea. $ - 1% -
20 L.F. 6" Dia. PVC w/guard _(Installed) 0 S.F. $ - $ -
Total Cost Estimate for Tile : $ 400.00
Total 1% 2,980.00
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+WABASHA SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION S%\’v A
611 BROADWAY WABASHA 55981
PH. (651) 5654673
To: Jim Schreader Date, 5 -1 -07

From: Jim Straskowski SWCD

Re: Sink hole seal cost share agreement & amendment status / requests for required approvals

Pleases be informed that your request for $2,150 has been considered.

Options were discussed and your concerns were understood

The Bill and pay request has not been presented for paymer}t.
and will not be submitted for payment processing until certified

As stated on your cost share agreement & . ]
discussed prior to the start of work, cost share limit is $1000 per certified smkhole'seal.
Only $2,000 has been set aside for your project based on the SWCD cost share policy.

Since the sinkhole sealing projects were initially anticipated to have be‘en done this past winter and
Technical approval and Board approval is needed for payment, you will have the 2007
Growing season to get the appropriate approvals needed.

If you do not received authorization by the SWCD Board
the project Grant funds will be cancel.

Don Sylvester and I would meet with you and your contractor if you chose.
Sincerely
Cc: Don Sylvester
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To: CapX2020 Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345-kV Project
From: James Schreader, Jeannie Schreader
Date: 4/15/2009

Re: Route Information

Dear Project Team:

It has recently come to my attention that a proposed 345 kV power transmission line route
would pass through the vicinity south of the city of Mazeppa. The available information indicates one
potential route would cross 240" Avenue near 595" Street passing from Wabasha County into
Goodhue County.

| feel it is important to inform you of geologic activity in this area that could pose a concern for
the safety of persons in this locality and the integrity of the power transmission system. Over a time
period of several decades muiltiple sinkholes have been identified in the terrain surrounding this
proposed route. Some of these were filled and have remained stable enough to show litle evidence
of their previous locations. However, there have been instances in recent years of new sinkholes
spontaneously forming near the proposed route.

The attached images were taken in a field during June of 2004. One proposed route for a
345 kV transmission line passes within 50 yards of this particular location. The sinkhole shown was in
a field that had not previously shown signs of activity, but appeared suddenly after the surface soil
layers collapsed into a chasm that had formed beneath. There is no tiling or other subsurface
structure alterations that would have promoted this incident and it is consistent with descriptions of
previous events by persons in this area.

The abrupt nature of this geologic activity and the proximity to the proposed power

transmission route raise serious concerns about safety and system integrity that need to be
considered and addressed during the progression of the CapX 2020 project.

Sincerely,
James Schreader
Jeannie Schreader

Enclosures: Digital Images 2x
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