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22 April 2011 

 

Dr. Burl A. Haar 

Executive Secretary 

Minnesota Public Utilities Commission

121 7th Place E., Suite 350 

Saint Paul, MN 55101-2147 

 

RE: Overhead vs. Underground Collector Lines

 

 

 

 

Dear Dr. Haar, 

 

 

Exergy is concerned about the issue of the

collection lines within the Big Blue Wind Park. Exergy believes that the project should not be 

required to have all of its collection lines underground for a n

 

Confusion of Where OverConfusion of Where OverConfusion of Where OverConfusion of Where Overhead is Proposedhead is Proposedhead is Proposedhead is Proposed
After speaking with some of the landowners 

Earth on April 19, 2011, there may have been some confusion on the intentions of the project. To be 

clear, Exergy does not intend to place overhe

The current collector system design calls for lines to be underground from the turbines until they 

reach road rights of way. Only collector lines that parallel roads would be overhead.
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Minnesota Public Utilities Commission 

Overhead vs. Underground Collector Lines 

Exergy is concerned about the issue of the Commission’s future determination on requirements for 

collection lines within the Big Blue Wind Park. Exergy believes that the project should not be 

required to have all of its collection lines underground for a number of reasons. 

head is Proposedhead is Proposedhead is Proposedhead is Proposed    
fter speaking with some of the landowners following the public meeting that was held in Blue 

Earth on April 19, 2011, there may have been some confusion on the intentions of the project. To be 

clear, Exergy does not intend to place overhead collection lines in the middle of landowner’s fields. 

The current collector system design calls for lines to be underground from the turbines until they 

reach road rights of way. Only collector lines that parallel roads would be overhead.
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Commission’s future determination on requirements for 

collection lines within the Big Blue Wind Park. Exergy believes that the project should not be 

 

the public meeting that was held in Blue 

Earth on April 19, 2011, there may have been some confusion on the intentions of the project. To be 

ad collection lines in the middle of landowner’s fields. 

The current collector system design calls for lines to be underground from the turbines until they 

reach road rights of way. Only collector lines that parallel roads would be overhead. 
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DistanceDistanceDistanceDistance    to Substationto Substationto Substationto Substation    
The Big Blue Project is a little bit unique, in that the project area is fairly large for a small project, 

and turbines are a fairly long distance from the substation. 

Existing Underground InfrastructureExisting Underground InfrastructureExisting Underground InfrastructureExisting Underground Infrastructure
There is a significant amount of und

including communications, gas and, most significantly, tile lines. 

properly locate and avoid damage when laying underground collector lines. However, it is much 

easier to create accidental damage to existing underground infrastructure when burying 

underground collector lines than 

especially difficult, as they are often mapped only approximately.

lines underground throughout the project area would 

adding additional underground infrastructure after the project is constructed. For example,

landowner wanted to lay new tile lin

contact Big Blue Wind Park to locate these lines. Overhead collector lines, however, do not 

unseen complication. 

 

Existing Overhead InfrastructureExisting Overhead InfrastructureExisting Overhead InfrastructureExisting Overhead Infrastructure
There are already overhead distributio

be placed on the opposite side of roads from existing infrastructure and not significantly 

visual landscape. Project collector lines will also look similar in nature to the existing

lines. In the current layout, only about three miles of roadways would have new overhead lines along 

them that do not have them already.
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The Big Blue Project is a little bit unique, in that the project area is fairly large for a small project, 

and turbines are a fairly long distance from the substation.  

Existing Underground InfrastructureExisting Underground InfrastructureExisting Underground InfrastructureExisting Underground Infrastructure    
nificant amount of underground infrastructure already in place in the project area, 

including communications, gas and, most significantly, tile lines. Exergy will take special care to 

properly locate and avoid damage when laying underground collector lines. However, it is much 

easier to create accidental damage to existing underground infrastructure when burying 

underground collector lines than when installing overhead lines. Private tile lines prove to be 

especially difficult, as they are often mapped only approximately. Further, having 34.5 kV electrical 

lines underground throughout the project area would create additional complications

infrastructure after the project is constructed. For example,

landowner wanted to lay new tile lines within the project area, it would be his

contact Big Blue Wind Park to locate these lines. Overhead collector lines, however, do not 

Existing Overhead InfrastructureExisting Overhead InfrastructureExisting Overhead InfrastructureExisting Overhead Infrastructure    
There are already overhead distribution lines in the project area. Project collector lines would often 

be placed on the opposite side of roads from existing infrastructure and not significantly 

visual landscape. Project collector lines will also look similar in nature to the existing

In the current layout, only about three miles of roadways would have new overhead lines along 

them that do not have them already. This is further illustrated in the attached maps.

Underground 

Overhead 
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The Big Blue Project is a little bit unique, in that the project area is fairly large for a small project, 

erground infrastructure already in place in the project area, 

Exergy will take special care to 

properly locate and avoid damage when laying underground collector lines. However, it is much 

easier to create accidental damage to existing underground infrastructure when burying 

Private tile lines prove to be 

r, having 34.5 kV electrical 

create additional complications to anyone 

infrastructure after the project is constructed. For example, if a 

his responsibility to 

contact Big Blue Wind Park to locate these lines. Overhead collector lines, however, do not add this 

n lines in the project area. Project collector lines would often 

be placed on the opposite side of roads from existing infrastructure and not significantly alter the 

visual landscape. Project collector lines will also look similar in nature to the existing distribution 

In the current layout, only about three miles of roadways would have new overhead lines along 

This is further illustrated in the attached maps. 
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Concerns about aerial spraying were also raised at the

However, because there is not a significant amount of new overhead line in the project area, the 

impact to aerial spraying will be minimal.

Project ViabilityProject ViabilityProject ViabilityProject Viability    
The Big Blue project is a little unique in that it has a f

the turbines are a fairly long distance from the substation. While it may be reasonable to require a 

project that is close to the substation to have all underground lines, this is a completely different 

scenario. 

 

The cost of installing underground lines is a chief concern for Exergy. Approximate costs for 

overhead lines are $150,000 per mile, while underground is $500,000 per mile. In the application, 

about 15 miles of overhead lines were anticipated. If th

an additional $5.25 million of costs would be incurred. That is simply not a cost that a small project 

like this can bear. If the commission requires all lines to be underground, it is unlikely that the 

project will be viable. 

 

 

 

Thank you for your consideration on this matter. Exergy is sensitive to the concerns of the 

community and local utilities. We believe that we

are buried up to the road rights of way, and ove

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
Collin Rudeen 

Lead Project Engineer 

crudeen@exergydevelopment.com
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were also raised at the April 19 public meeting in Blue Earth. 

because there is not a significant amount of new overhead line in the project area, the 

impact to aerial spraying will be minimal. 

The Big Blue project is a little unique in that it has a fairly large project area for a small project, and 

the turbines are a fairly long distance from the substation. While it may be reasonable to require a 

project that is close to the substation to have all underground lines, this is a completely different 

of installing underground lines is a chief concern for Exergy. Approximate costs for 

overhead lines are $150,000 per mile, while underground is $500,000 per mile. In the application, 

about 15 miles of overhead lines were anticipated. If these lines were required to be underground, 

an additional $5.25 million of costs would be incurred. That is simply not a cost that a small project 

like this can bear. If the commission requires all lines to be underground, it is unlikely that the 

Thank you for your consideration on this matter. Exergy is sensitive to the concerns of the 

community and local utilities. We believe that we can keep impacts to a minimum i

are buried up to the road rights of way, and overhead paralleling these roads. 

 

crudeen@exergydevelopment.com 
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April 19 public meeting in Blue Earth. 

because there is not a significant amount of new overhead line in the project area, the 

airly large project area for a small project, and 

the turbines are a fairly long distance from the substation. While it may be reasonable to require a 

project that is close to the substation to have all underground lines, this is a completely different 

of installing underground lines is a chief concern for Exergy. Approximate costs for 

overhead lines are $150,000 per mile, while underground is $500,000 per mile. In the application, 

ese lines were required to be underground, 

an additional $5.25 million of costs would be incurred. That is simply not a cost that a small project 

like this can bear. If the commission requires all lines to be underground, it is unlikely that the 

Thank you for your consideration on this matter. Exergy is sensitive to the concerns of the 

can keep impacts to a minimum if collector lines 
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April, 2011
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Overhead Collector Lines
24 - 1.5 MW WTG Option

LARGE WIND ENERGY
CONVERSION SYSTEM

Big Blue Wind Farm
Faribault County, Mn

Location                                                                    Miles
100th St                                                                    1.25
340st St                                                                     0.50
CSAH 1 (Between CSAH 6 & 95th)                            0.75
CSAH 1 (Between 105th St &  CSAH 16)                   0.50
                                                                        Total   3.00 

New Power Lines Where Existing Lines Are Not Located
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LARGE WIND ENERGY
CONVERSION SYSTEM

Big Blue Wind Farm
Faribault County, Mn

Location                                                                    Miles
100th St                                                                    1.25
340st St                                                                     0.50
CSAH 1 (Between CSAH 6 & 95th)                            0.75
CSAH 1 (Between 105th St &  CSAH 16)                   0.50
                                                                        Total   3.00 

New Power Lines Where Existing Lines Are Not Located
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27 April 2011 

 

Dr. Burl A. Haar 

Executive Secretary 

Minnesota Public Utilities Commission

121 7th Place E., Suite 350 

Saint Paul, MN 55101-2147 

 

RE: Wind Turbine Update 

 

 

 

 

Dear Dr. Haar, 

 

Big Blue Wind Farm would like to inform the Commission of updates in the turbines being 

considered for the Project. Currently, there are three turbines: the GE1.6

and Gamesa G97-2.0. The REpower MM92 is no longer being co

GE1.6-82.5 turbine is already in the application (sometimes called the GE xle).

information for each turbine is summarized below.

 

 

 GEGEGEGE

Nameplate Capacity 1.5 to 1.6 MW

Hub Height 80 m (262 ft)

Rotor Diameter 82 m (269 ft)

Total Height 121 m (397 ft)

Swept Area 5,281 m

Cut-in Wind Speed 3.5 m/s (7.8 mph)

Cut-out Wind Speed 20 m/s (44.7 mph)

Rated Wind Speed 12.5 m/s (28.0 mph)

Rotor Speed 10.1 
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Minnesota Public Utilities Commission 

Big Blue Wind Farm would like to inform the Commission of updates in the turbines being 

considered for the Project. Currently, there are three turbines: the GE1.6-82.5, Nordex N100/2500 

2.0. The REpower MM92 is no longer being considered. Please note that the 

82.5 turbine is already in the application (sometimes called the GE xle).

information for each turbine is summarized below. 

GEGEGEGE    1.61.61.61.6----82.582.582.582.5    N100/2500N100/2500N100/2500N100/2500    G97G97G97G97----2.02.02.02.0

1.5 to 1.6 MW 2.5 MW 2.0 MW

80 m (262 ft) 100 m (328 ft) 90 m (295 ft)

82 m (269 ft) 100 m (328 ft) 97 m (318 ft)

121 m (397 ft) 150 m (492 ft) 138.5 m (454 ft)

5,281 m2 (56,832 ft2) 7,854 m2 (84,540 ft2) 7,389 m

3.5 m/s (7.8 mph) 3.0 m/s (6.7 mph) 3.0 m/s (6.7 mph)

20 m/s (44.7 mph) 25 m/s (56.0 mph) 25 m/s (56.0 mph)

12.5 m/s (28.0 mph) 12.5 m/s (28.0 mph) 14.0 m/s (31.3 mph)

10.1 – 18.7 rpm 10.8 – 18.9 rpm 9 – 19 rpm
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Big Blue Wind Farm would like to inform the Commission of updates in the turbines being 

82.5, Nordex N100/2500 

lease note that the 

82.5 turbine is already in the application (sometimes called the GE xle). The technical 

2.02.02.02.0    

2.0 MW 

90 m (295 ft) 

97 m (318 ft) 

138.5 m (454 ft) 

7,389 m2 (79,534 ft2) 

3.0 m/s (6.7 mph) 

25 m/s (56.0 mph) 

14.0 m/s (31.3 mph) 

19 rpm 
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A new layout will forthcoming, similar to the submission to the Commission on 3/24/2011. The 

Nordex turbine is a 2.5 MW turbine and would only require 

previously under consideration, a layout using the 

GE turbine would require 23 or 24 turbines.

 

Other technical details outlined in section 5 of the Application, such as tower materials, 

safety and electrical system would remain the 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
Collin Rudeen 

Lead Project Engineer 

crudeen@exergydevelopment.com
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A new layout will forthcoming, similar to the submission to the Commission on 3/24/2011. The 

Nordex turbine is a 2.5 MW turbine and would only require 15 turbines. Similar to the REpower 

previously under consideration, a layout using the Gamesa turbine would require 18 turbines. The 

GE turbine would require 23 or 24 turbines. 

Other technical details outlined in section 5 of the Application, such as tower materials, 

safety and electrical system would remain the same. 

 

crudeen@exergydevelopment.com 
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A new layout will forthcoming, similar to the submission to the Commission on 3/24/2011. The 

15 turbines. Similar to the REpower 

Gamesa turbine would require 18 turbines. The 

Other technical details outlined in section 5 of the Application, such as tower materials, turbine 



From: Lori Rietze
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Cc: Elizabeth Woolstenhulme
Subject: Big Blue Wind Farm
Date: Friday, May 06, 2011 3:53:02 PM
Attachments: Big Blue OH.PDF

Hi Ingrid:
 
Here is a letter from our construction company regarding the overhead/underground line decision.
  We would like this to be included in the record.
 
Thanks!
 

Lori Rietze
802 W Bannock, 12th Floor Boise, ID 83702
Office: 208.336.9793    |    Mobile: 208.412.9283 
www.exergydevelopment.com

 
This  electronic or  printed document contains information which (a) may be LEGALLY PRIVILEGED, PROPRIETARY IN NATURE, OR
OTHERWISE PROTECTED BY LAW FROM DISCLOSURE, and (b) is intended only for the use of the Addressee(s) named above.  If  the reader
of this  message is not the intended recipient, or  the employee or  agent responsible to deliver it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that  any dissemination, distribution or  copying of this  communication is strictly prohibited.  If  you have received this  communication in  error, please
immediately  notify us by telephone,  and return the original  message to us at the above email address. Thank you.

 

mailto:lrietze@exergydevelopment.com
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us
mailto:Elizabeth@exergydevelopment.com
http://www.exergydevelopment.com/
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22 March, 2011 

 

Dr. Burl A. Haar 

Executive Secretary 

Minnesota Public Utilities Commission

121 7th Place E., Suite 350 

Saint Paul, MN 55101-2147 

 

RE: US Fish and Wildlife Service Response

 

 

Dear Dr. Haar, 

 

This letter is in response to comments and questions by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

(USFWS) on Exergy’s Big Blue wind project in Faribault County, MN. 

to the PUC concerning the avian/bat surveys.

 

Exergy would also like to stress that conducting avian and bat surveys is not required by the state of 

Minnesota. Exergy is performing these studies on a voluntary basis. Exergy believes that performing 

proper environmental studies is in keeping with being a responsible company and good steward of 

the land.  

 

PrePrePrePre----construction Avian and Bat recommendationconstruction Avian and Bat recommendationconstruction Avian and Bat recommendationconstruction Avian and Bat recommendation

The USFWS commented that Exergy 

bat surveys will be completed in 2011.  The S

protocol and monitoring results.   

 

Exergy will provide the USFWS and C

the avian and bat surveys. An interim study will be made available before final permit issuance 

likely in the end of May, 2011. A final study will be prepared prior to December, 2011.

surveys provide information that is used to p

avoiding and/or mitigating impacts by estimating temporal and spatial use of the general project 

area by raptors as well as other birds (e.g., waterfowl). 

 

The avian use surveys consist of counts of birds w

plots) are being utilized within the project focusing on the proposed turbine locations) of the 36

MW project.  The plot locations are indicated in the attached figure.  The plots are along public 

roads and accessible trails so that data collected on avian use is well representative of the project 
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Minnesota Public Utilities Commission 

Wildlife Service Response 

This letter is in response to comments and questions by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

(USFWS) on Exergy’s Big Blue wind project in Faribault County, MN. The US FWS sent comments 

g the avian/bat surveys. 

Exergy would also like to stress that conducting avian and bat surveys is not required by the state of 

Minnesota. Exergy is performing these studies on a voluntary basis. Exergy believes that performing 

s is in keeping with being a responsible company and good steward of 

construction Avian and Bat recommendationconstruction Avian and Bat recommendationconstruction Avian and Bat recommendationconstruction Avian and Bat recommendation    

Exergy has indicated that the preconstruction avian use, raptor, and 

bat surveys will be completed in 2011.  The Service would like to be provided

 

USFWS and Commission with an interim and final study with 

An interim study will be made available before final permit issuance 

likely in the end of May, 2011. A final study will be prepared prior to December, 2011.

surveys provide information that is used to predict potential impacts and identify methods of 

avoiding and/or mitigating impacts by estimating temporal and spatial use of the general project 

area by raptors as well as other birds (e.g., waterfowl).  

The avian use surveys consist of counts of birds within circular plots. Eight fixed points (circular 

plots) are being utilized within the project focusing on the proposed turbine locations) of the 36

The plot locations are indicated in the attached figure.  The plots are along public 

d accessible trails so that data collected on avian use is well representative of the project 
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This letter is in response to comments and questions by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

The US FWS sent comments 

Exergy would also like to stress that conducting avian and bat surveys is not required by the state of 

Minnesota. Exergy is performing these studies on a voluntary basis. Exergy believes that performing 

s is in keeping with being a responsible company and good steward of 

the preconstruction avian use, raptor, and 

ervice would like to be provided with any survey 

ommission with an interim and final study with the results of 

An interim study will be made available before final permit issuance – 

likely in the end of May, 2011. A final study will be prepared prior to December, 2011. The avian 

redict potential impacts and identify methods of 

avoiding and/or mitigating impacts by estimating temporal and spatial use of the general project 

ithin circular plots. Eight fixed points (circular 

plots) are being utilized within the project focusing on the proposed turbine locations) of the 36-

The plot locations are indicated in the attached figure.  The plots are along public 

d accessible trails so that data collected on avian use is well representative of the project 
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area near proposed turbine locations.

for “small” birds which will only be analyzed within the init

20 minutes each and the estimated distance to each bird observed is recorded. 

 

A raptor nest structure survey is being conducted during leaf

2010/2011 from public roads in the proj

determine the kind and quantity of all birds but especially those under federal protection (i.e. 

Migratory Bird Treaty Act and Bald and Golden Eagle Act) that are using the project area during the

pre-construction period. 

 

Sampling will be conducted throughout the spring migration period providing

report. This interim report will assist in micrositing turbines and will be completed before final 

permit issuance. The resulting avian use interim and final data will be compared to data collected at 

numerous other wind resource areas using similar protocols. Many of these wind resource areas 

also have post-construction fatality data, which will allow Exergy to predict levels of avian

based on raptor and other bird use at the proposed project area. 

 

No Anabat units were deployed last fall.

2011 and left in the field until October 2011.

wetlands or tree areas (areas of likely higher bat use).

heights, allowing for comparisons between call data.

the monitoring period.   

 

The total number of bat passes, regardless of species, is used as an index to bat use of the project 

area. To predict potential for bat mortality (i.e., low, moderate, high), the mean number of bat 

passes per detector-night will be compared to existing data at othe

activity and mortality levels have been measured. The estimate of bat passes, species composition, 

comparison to other studies, and other relevant information will be included in the monitoring 

report prepared after the field data collection.  

the construction activities, the data can be compared to other bat data from similar projects in the 

area. 

 

The USFWS commented that the Site Permit Application contradicts itself, 

construction avian and bat surveys will be completed throughout 2011, but the proposed project 

schedule indicates commercial operation to begin in September 2011.  When the avian and bat 

surveys were discussed, contracted and started, the

later time period.  However, the construction schedule has since been moved up. Currently, bi

weekly avian surveys are being conducted during the winter of 2010/2011.  A raptor nest survey is 

also being conducted at this time.  Weekly avian surveys are scheduled for the spring migration 

period. The full spring survey period will be available as a pre

siting.  Bi-weekly surveys are scheduled for the summer months and weekly 
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area near proposed turbine locations.  The survey radius of the circular plots is 800 meters, except 

for “small” birds which will only be analyzed within the initial 100 meters. The plots are surveyed for 

20 minutes each and the estimated distance to each bird observed is recorded.  

A raptor nest structure survey is being conducted during leaf-off conditions in the winter of 

2011 from public roads in the project area.  Both avian use and raptor nest surveys will help 

determine the kind and quantity of all birds but especially those under federal protection (i.e. 

Migratory Bird Treaty Act and Bald and Golden Eagle Act) that are using the project area during the

Sampling will be conducted throughout the spring migration period providing, 

This interim report will assist in micrositing turbines and will be completed before final 

ian use interim and final data will be compared to data collected at 

numerous other wind resource areas using similar protocols. Many of these wind resource areas 

construction fatality data, which will allow Exergy to predict levels of avian

based on raptor and other bird use at the proposed project area.  

No Anabat units were deployed last fall.  Two Anabat units are scheduled to be deployed in May 

2011 and left in the field until October 2011.  Units may be placed at the met towe

wetlands or tree areas (areas of likely higher bat use).  This will allow data to be collected at varying 

heights, allowing for comparisons between call data.  Bimonthly visits are proposed to occur during 

number of bat passes, regardless of species, is used as an index to bat use of the project 

area. To predict potential for bat mortality (i.e., low, moderate, high), the mean number of bat 

night will be compared to existing data at other wind plants where both bat 

activity and mortality levels have been measured. The estimate of bat passes, species composition, 

comparison to other studies, and other relevant information will be included in the monitoring 

ata collection.  Although this data will be collected primarily during 

the construction activities, the data can be compared to other bat data from similar projects in the 

The USFWS commented that the Site Permit Application contradicts itself, as i

construction avian and bat surveys will be completed throughout 2011, but the proposed project 

schedule indicates commercial operation to begin in September 2011.  When the avian and bat 

surveys were discussed, contracted and started, the construction activities were scheduled for a 

later time period.  However, the construction schedule has since been moved up. Currently, bi

weekly avian surveys are being conducted during the winter of 2010/2011.  A raptor nest survey is 

ed at this time.  Weekly avian surveys are scheduled for the spring migration 

period. The full spring survey period will be available as a pre-construction survey to assist in micro

weekly surveys are scheduled for the summer months and weekly surveys are scheduled 
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The survey radius of the circular plots is 800 meters, except 

ial 100 meters. The plots are surveyed for 

 

off conditions in the winter of 

ect area.  Both avian use and raptor nest surveys will help 

determine the kind and quantity of all birds but especially those under federal protection (i.e. 

Migratory Bird Treaty Act and Bald and Golden Eagle Act) that are using the project area during the 

 data for an interim 

This interim report will assist in micrositing turbines and will be completed before final 

ian use interim and final data will be compared to data collected at 

numerous other wind resource areas using similar protocols. Many of these wind resource areas 

construction fatality data, which will allow Exergy to predict levels of avian mortality 

heduled to be deployed in May 

Units may be placed at the met towers and/or near 

This will allow data to be collected at varying 

Bimonthly visits are proposed to occur during 

number of bat passes, regardless of species, is used as an index to bat use of the project 

area. To predict potential for bat mortality (i.e., low, moderate, high), the mean number of bat 

r wind plants where both bat 

activity and mortality levels have been measured. The estimate of bat passes, species composition, 

comparison to other studies, and other relevant information will be included in the monitoring 

Although this data will be collected primarily during 

the construction activities, the data can be compared to other bat data from similar projects in the 

as it states that pre-

construction avian and bat surveys will be completed throughout 2011, but the proposed project 

schedule indicates commercial operation to begin in September 2011.  When the avian and bat 

construction activities were scheduled for a 

later time period.  However, the construction schedule has since been moved up. Currently, bi-

weekly avian surveys are being conducted during the winter of 2010/2011.  A raptor nest survey is 

ed at this time.  Weekly avian surveys are scheduled for the spring migration 

construction survey to assist in micro-

surveys are scheduled 



Exergy Development Group  802 W Bannock, 12

for the fall migration. The preliminary data will be compared to existing data from other projects to 

aid in turbine micro-siting.  Post construction surveys may be discussed with the Service after the 

interim report has been prepared.  

 

PostPostPostPost----Construction Survey RecommendationsConstruction Survey RecommendationsConstruction Survey RecommendationsConstruction Survey Recommendations

The USFWS recommended that the Project be monitored post

to migratory birds and bats, as well as provided recommended protocols. They also requested 

The Developer or its contractor should provide each year, no later than December 31, copies of 

annual bird/bat mortality monitoring reports.

    

Western EcoSystems Technology (West) is currently conducting the avian and bat surveys for 

Exergy and would likely be the third party c

bat surveys.  They have a great deal of experience and expertise doing these surveys in southwest 

Minnesota and the region.  Sampling protocols will be discussed with Exergy, West and the 

and other interested agencies prior to implementation to determine an appropriate sampling 

method. Annual reports will be made available to the Service and other interested parties prior to 

December 31. 

 

Conservation Lands and Service Owned LandsConservation Lands and Service Owned LandsConservation Lands and Service Owned LandsConservation Lands and Service Owned Lands

The USFWS recommends that no turbines be located within 

Program, Wetland Reserve Program, or other similar federally

restoration lands. The Pilot Grove Lake Waterfowl Production Area (

1 mile south of the proposed Big Blue Wind Farm boundary. The 

turbine setback distance of 1/2 mile from WPAs, but a one mile turbine setback from WPAs would 

be preferred if practical and feasible.

 

Current turbine locations are proposed to be at least 1 mile from conservation and restoration lands 

and the Pilot Grove Lake Water Production Area.  There are no current plans for turbines to 

encroach within the 1 mile of these areas.

 

Turbine Type and Layout Selection Turbine Type and Layout Selection Turbine Type and Layout Selection Turbine Type and Layout Selection 

The USFWS recommended that the 18 

less turbines and specifically, places two less turbines in close proximity to the Reinvest in 

Minnesota (RIM) lands in the northeast corner of the proposed 

 

The avian and bat sampling plots were determined using the project area and the proposed turbine 

locations.  The number of sampling plots was determined to provide adequate sampling within the 

proposed turbine areas, independent of which

and bat surveys will be modified to incorporate sampling locations that maximizes data from the 

chosen turbine. 
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for the fall migration. The preliminary data will be compared to existing data from other projects to 

siting.  Post construction surveys may be discussed with the Service after the 

.   

Construction Survey RecommendationsConstruction Survey RecommendationsConstruction Survey RecommendationsConstruction Survey Recommendations    

The USFWS recommended that the Project be monitored post-construction to determine impacts 

, as well as provided recommended protocols. They also requested 

contractor should provide each year, no later than December 31, copies of 

annual bird/bat mortality monitoring reports. 

Western EcoSystems Technology (West) is currently conducting the avian and bat surveys for 

Exergy and would likely be the third party consultant conducting the post-construction avian and 

They have a great deal of experience and expertise doing these surveys in southwest 

Sampling protocols will be discussed with Exergy, West and the 

and other interested agencies prior to implementation to determine an appropriate sampling 

method. Annual reports will be made available to the Service and other interested parties prior to 

Conservation Lands and Service Owned LandsConservation Lands and Service Owned LandsConservation Lands and Service Owned LandsConservation Lands and Service Owned Lands    

that no turbines be located within 1 mile of Conservation Reserve 

Program, Wetland Reserve Program, or other similar federally- or state-funded conservation and 

restoration lands. The Pilot Grove Lake Waterfowl Production Area (WPA) is located

mile south of the proposed Big Blue Wind Farm boundary. The USFWS recommends a minim

mile from WPAs, but a one mile turbine setback from WPAs would 

preferred if practical and feasible. 

locations are proposed to be at least 1 mile from conservation and restoration lands 

and the Pilot Grove Lake Water Production Area.  There are no current plans for turbines to 

encroach within the 1 mile of these areas. 

Turbine Type and Layout Selection Turbine Type and Layout Selection Turbine Type and Layout Selection Turbine Type and Layout Selection     

The USFWS recommended that the 18 – 2 MW turbine option be utilized for the project, as it has six 

less turbines and specifically, places two less turbines in close proximity to the Reinvest in 

Minnesota (RIM) lands in the northeast corner of the proposed project boundary.

The avian and bat sampling plots were determined using the project area and the proposed turbine 

locations.  The number of sampling plots was determined to provide adequate sampling within the 

proposed turbine areas, independent of which turbine was chosen.   The post

and bat surveys will be modified to incorporate sampling locations that maximizes data from the 
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for the fall migration. The preliminary data will be compared to existing data from other projects to 

siting.  Post construction surveys may be discussed with the Service after the 

construction to determine impacts 

, as well as provided recommended protocols. They also requested that 

contractor should provide each year, no later than December 31, copies of 

Western EcoSystems Technology (West) is currently conducting the avian and bat surveys for 

construction avian and 

They have a great deal of experience and expertise doing these surveys in southwest 

Sampling protocols will be discussed with Exergy, West and the USFWS 

and other interested agencies prior to implementation to determine an appropriate sampling 

method. Annual reports will be made available to the Service and other interested parties prior to 

mile of Conservation Reserve 

funded conservation and 

WPA) is located approximately 

recommends a minimum 

mile from WPAs, but a one mile turbine setback from WPAs would 

locations are proposed to be at least 1 mile from conservation and restoration lands 

and the Pilot Grove Lake Water Production Area.  There are no current plans for turbines to 

2 MW turbine option be utilized for the project, as it has six 

less turbines and specifically, places two less turbines in close proximity to the Reinvest in 

project boundary. 

The avian and bat sampling plots were determined using the project area and the proposed turbine 

locations.  The number of sampling plots was determined to provide adequate sampling within the 

turbine was chosen.   The post-construction avian 

and bat surveys will be modified to incorporate sampling locations that maximizes data from the 
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Exergy notes the Services’ preference for fewer turbines. However, Exergy is not in a positi

ensure one turbine will be used over another at this time.

 

Infrastructure ConsiderationsInfrastructure ConsiderationsInfrastructure ConsiderationsInfrastructure Considerations    

The USFWS noted that development of transmission infrastructure associated with wind facilities 

also poses risks to wildlife. These risks include potential avian mortality, particularly electrocution of 

raptors (hawks, eagles, kites, falcons, and owls), that could occur when th

uninsulated or unguarded power poles. 

 

The Project will utilize approximately 15 miles of 34.5 kV electrical power lines to collect power from 

the turbines and transmit it to the Project substation. Approximately 8 miles will be ove

miles will be underground. The overhead lines utilize County and Township road rights of way and 

are parallel to existing roads.  No transmission lines will be necessary for the Project, as the new 

substation will be located on the existing 161

review the options for transmission infrastructure to reduce risks to wildlife.

 
 

 

 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
Collin Rudeen 

Lead Project Engineer 

crudeen@exergydevelopment.com
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Exergy notes the Services’ preference for fewer turbines. However, Exergy is not in a positi

ensure one turbine will be used over another at this time. 

evelopment of transmission infrastructure associated with wind facilities 

also poses risks to wildlife. These risks include potential avian mortality, particularly electrocution of 

raptors (hawks, eagles, kites, falcons, and owls), that could occur when they attempt to perch on 

uninsulated or unguarded power poles.  

The Project will utilize approximately 15 miles of 34.5 kV electrical power lines to collect power from 

the turbines and transmit it to the Project substation. Approximately 8 miles will be ove

miles will be underground. The overhead lines utilize County and Township road rights of way and 

are parallel to existing roads.  No transmission lines will be necessary for the Project, as the new 

substation will be located on the existing 161 kV Winnebago – WinnCo transmission line. Exergy will 

review the options for transmission infrastructure to reduce risks to wildlife. 

 

crudeen@exergydevelopment.com 
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Exergy notes the Services’ preference for fewer turbines. However, Exergy is not in a position to 

evelopment of transmission infrastructure associated with wind facilities 

also poses risks to wildlife. These risks include potential avian mortality, particularly electrocution of 

ey attempt to perch on 

The Project will utilize approximately 15 miles of 34.5 kV electrical power lines to collect power from 

the turbines and transmit it to the Project substation. Approximately 8 miles will be overhead and 7 

miles will be underground. The overhead lines utilize County and Township road rights of way and 

are parallel to existing roads.  No transmission lines will be necessary for the Project, as the new 

WinnCo transmission line. Exergy will 
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From: Feder Prairie Seed
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: Big Blue Wind Farm
Date: Friday, May 06, 2011 3:00:31 PM

My Name is William Olson.  I farm in Jo Daviess township in Faribault Cty .  I am very
excited about the Wind project and would be in favor of it going through.  Even though I
will not be getting any of the Turbines I am very
positive about having out there and am excited about the financial benefits to the County
and to the area.  I was not very happy about the County Board wishing to have all wires
buried.  I understand that the lines from the
road to the turbines will be buried but the additional cost of trying to bury the collector
lines back to the substation will be a very large burden on the developer and could most
likely be a deal breaker.  I would hate to see this
happen.  There are already over head wires along the roads in question and new ones will
not cause any more problems than the ones already there.   Also, the most concern was
about tile lines.  If they were to bury collector lines along the road, they would cut and
have to fix many many tile lines that other wise would not be disturbed.
 
Please include me in the supporters of this project.
 
Thanks you,
 
William S. Olson
1740 industrial drive
Blue Earth, MN. 56013

mailto:feder@bevcomm.net
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us


From: Patricia Bell
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: Big Blue Wind Farm Public Comment
Date: Thursday, May 05, 2011 7:44:34 PM

5-5-2011
These comments come after reading the article in Wed. 5-4-11 Fairmont Sentinel "Wind farm letter
going to state".
We note that two Faribault County Commissioners were in favor of sending the letter and two voted
against sending it with the chairman of the board breaking the tie, voting in favor sending a letter to the
state.
It appears the biggest issue is whether the lines should be underground or overhead.  It is our
understanding that all lines from the turbine to the road would be placed underground.  All overhead
lines would be along our roadways.
Greg Young, County Commissioner who represents Jo Daviess Township is quoted "JoDaviess
Townnship overwhelmingly wants this project and overwhelmingly wants the lines buried" due to
appearance, safety and cost.
It is our understanding that there would only be three (3) additional miles of overhead lines than already
exist in the area.  That alone should address the appearance and safety issues.  We are already living
with many miles of overhead lines.  As for the cost we were all informed at the public meeting held in
Blue Earth on 4-19-11 there is a large difference in cost between overhead and underground lines.  In
order to make the project work we may have to live with an amount of overhead lines, same as we
have been living with current overhead lines.
As landowners in JoDaviess Township and also lease holders of this project we believe everyone
involved should accept the fact that we are going to end up with both underground and overhead lines.
Wind farms have gone up in all directions from us.  We have waited a long time to see Big Blue Wind
Farm established not only for the people in Jo Daviess Township who have signed leases, but for our
entire community.  Bringing a project like this into our community means not only progresss, but also
increased business to our local area.  A fact that our County Commissioners should be in favor of. 
 
As a closing statement:
        We are already living with overhead lines in the project area.  We don't believe that an additional
three miles of overhead lines could or should make that much difference to anyone, whether you be a
County Commissioner or a resident of JoDaviess Township.
 
Raymond and Patricia Bell

mailto:patbell@bevcomm.net
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us


From: Shirley Hannaman
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: Fw[2]: PUC Docket No.IP-6851/ws-10-1238
Date: Thursday, May 05, 2011 7:18:13 AM

-----Original Message-----
From: "Greg and Shelli" <gsjohan@yourstarnet.net>
To: "Mom" <rshanna@bevcomm.net>
Date: 05/05/11 06:29
Subject: Fw: PUC Docket No.IP-6851/ws-10-1238

we tried to send this two times and it keeps coming back that it is undeliverable??  Sorry
 
----- Original Message -----
 From: Greg and Shelli 
To: ingrid.bjorkland@state.mn.us 
Sent: Wednesday, May 04, 2011 9:32 PM
Subject: PUC Docket No.IP-6851/ws-10-1238
 

Greetings Ingrid:  I am a farmer residing in Martin County, and also farm land in Faribault County
where some of the proposed wind turbines might be located.  I was also at your meeting the other
night listening to comments from neighbors for the project, and against the project.  As you look
around the area, we see more and more wind turbines being built, this to me is a step in the right
direction.  As our energy needs grow every day, we need to expand our energy infrastructure
utilizing this type of energy.  We cannot, as a nation rely on fossil fuels, coal, and especially
nuclear.  We must have alternative sources of energy, and we can have it right here in our own
back yard, and as far as polluting the atmosphere, that won't happen with wind turbines.  There
was also talk about underground vs. overhead power lines.  We have had overhead powerlines for
many years.  Underground powerlines have had issues in the past, and with as many tile lines (both
county and private), that could be another issue.  I fully support this project.
 
Thankyou, Greg N Johanson

mailto:rshanna@bevcomm.net
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us
mailto:gsjohan@yourstarnet.net
mailto:ingrid.bjorkland@state.mn.us


From: Shirley Hannaman
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: Fw: PUC Docket No. IP-6851/WS-10-1238
Date: Wednesday, May 04, 2011 2:42:57 PM

 
Ingrid Bjorkland and to Whom it May Concern,
 
I don't know if this is appropriate or not but this is my second comment to you on
this project.  I was having trouble with my computer at the time I sent the first one
and don't know for certain if you got it.  Something else has come up that we
wanted to voice our opinion on.
 
We attended the Public Meeting in Blue Earth, MN on April 19th.  Thank you for
conducting the meeting in such an orderly way.
 
I'm the lady that stood up and had a show of hands that were in favor of this
project and as you could see the majority of people that this would affect were there
and raised their hands overwhelmingly.  Now in the Sentinel this morning there is an
anticle stating that we are overwhelmingly in favor of all cables to be buried
underground.  I think if you had another show of hands this would be false.  We
want this project to succeed very much no matter if they are above ground or
underground.  We all have land that this would affect, pay taxes on it, will farm the
land around the purposed turbines and don't have a problem with this.
 
Wind farms are popping up all around us.  It will bring jobs, business and revenue
for our county.  Why should we let the surrounding county's move forward and we
sit at a standstill? 
 
I said this before....we realize that everyone isn't going to support this and that is 
okay....it's the world we live in.  We can be greatful that we live in a country like
this....where we have meetings like this and where we can voice our opinions and
listen to other opinions.  We just want it on record that we are 100% in favor of this
project.
 
Again, thank you so much for such an informative meeting.  A job well done!!!
 
Rusty and Shirley Hannaman
31029 95th St.
Blue Earth, MN  56013
 
 
 

mailto:rshanna@bevcomm.net
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us


From: Shirley Hannaman
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: PUC Docket No. IP-6851/WS-10-1238
Date: Thursday, April 21, 2011 12:21:05 PM

Ingrid Bjorklund,
 
My husband and I attended the Public Meeting held at Hamilton Hall in Blue Earth,
MN on April 19th. (Big Blue)  It was the first such meeting either of us had
attended.  Thank you for conducting the meeting in such an orderly way.
 
My husband was born and raised in JoDavis Township and we have lived our
married life in the area for over 40 years.  We have been on board since Dan Moore
started Windfinity in 2,003.
 
We realize that wind power isn't the cheapest alternative source of power.  But until
some other source is found, we believe it to be the best.  After what happened in
Japan it makes a person take note that this could very easily happen in the United
States.  We would much rather have a wind turbine placed in our front yard than
have a nuclear plant built 500 miles away.
 
I apoligize for having a show of hands during the meeting.  I was getting frustrated
with a handful of people trying to "kill" the project when the room was full of people
very much in support of the project.  There seems to be a few that have been
opposed to this for eight years.  Wind farms are popping up all around us.  Don't
these people realize what this will do for Jo Davis Township and Faribault County? 
It will bring in jobs, business and revenue for us!!  Why should we let the
surrounding countys move forward and we sit at a standstill?
 
We realize that everyone isn't going to support this and that is okay....it's the world
we live in.  We can be greatful that we live in a country like this....where we have
meetings like this...and where we can voice our opinions and listen to different
views.
 
I just want to tell how much we are in favor of this project.  Our son and son-in-law
rent our land and they are 100% in favor of this project also.
 
Again, thank you so much for such an informative meeting.  A job well done and
appreciated.
 
Respectfully,
 
Roscoe and Shirley Hannaman
31029  95th St.
Blue Earth, MN  56013

mailto:rshanna@bevcomm.net
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us


From: noreenhannaman@charter.net
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: Big Blue Wind Farm Public comment
Date: Thursday, May 05, 2011 1:44:29 PM

Ingrid,
Big Blue Wind Farm transforms farmland into clean power and employment opportunities
in the Blue Earth area.  Both tempory and permanent jobs will be created.  Big Blue Wind
Farm has covered all areas of concern in open public information meetings.  The concern
that evoled was that all lines be underground.  We, as landowners, feel that all
underground wires cause more problems because more energy is lost underground, during
maintenance there is more danger to the already present underground wire damage and
also to the construction worker. 

If Big  Blue Wind Farm (one of the major independant renewable energy developers in the
Unied States) aborts this project due to the requirement of underground wiring,  Blue
Earth area will lose the potential of the creation of many jobs , both temporary and
permanent which affects the day-to-day busiiness and charities in the Blue Earth area .  
Ingrid, as you drove around Blue Earth, I'm sure you noted all the empty buildings and
past business which are no longer functioning. It is very imnprtant that you consider what
will be lost if all underground wiring is required. 

Please consider the impact underground wiring would do to this area.  Thank you for your
consideration. 

Noreen and DeWayne Hannaman
Phone number 507-388-4268

mailto:noreenhannaman@charter.net
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us


From: aaron johnson
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: big blue wind farm
Date: Monday, May 02, 2011 7:40:44 AM

Dear Ingrid,

My husband and I would like to voice our concerns about the incoming windmills. 
Our objection is not about the windmills themselves but about having overhead
lines running along our property.  If they do not bury the lines we will have
the lines along 2 sides of our property.  We moved here 2 years ago because of
the beauty of the country.  If we wanted all the wires and sub stations ( like
the one that will be across the road from us) we would have stayed in town.  Why
can't they build this stuff along the highway where the view is already
destroyed?  No one who moves into the country does it for the convenience of
it.  It is for the environment.  I don't care what the studies show.  If there
are wires on 2 sides of our property, believe me it will drop our home's value. 
So we implore you, please set the standard that the wires must be buried. 

Thank you,
Aaron and Jenna Johnson

mailto:aaronjennajohns@yahoo.com
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us


From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: Mittelstadt M.D. Tue Apr 26 13:34:30 2011 IP6851/WS-10-1238
Date: Tuesday, April 26, 2011 1:36:00 PM

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

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

Project Name: Big Blue Wind Farm

Docket number: IP6851/WS-10-1238

User Name: Paul Mittelstadt M.D.

County: Hennepin County

City: Minneapolis

Email: paultadt@gmail.com

Phone: 612-239-0711

Impact:  I own property that the Big Blue Wind Farm may be built on. I am sure there have been many
statements already made about the positive impact the wind mill farm will have for the local economy of
southern Minnesota. I agree this will be an overall positive impact. It will also start to diversify the
income for that part of agricultural Minnesota. And after the very recent Japanese nuclear accident,
nuclear power has to be very carefully rethought. Wind energy is free except for the cost of catching it,
has minimal enviromental impact, "renewable", and easily placed into the electicity grid system that
currently exists. Sincerely Paul Mittelstadt M.D.

Mitigation: The one vocal concern about shadow flicker can be remedied by plaing the towers away
from that persons home place. The noise concerns are taken care of by the towers being away from
farm sites.

Submission date: Tue Apr 26 13:34:30 2011

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

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

Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us

mailto:apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us


From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: Moore Wed Apr 20 09:43:03 2011 IP6851/WS-10-1238
Date: Wednesday, April 20, 2011 9:43:13 AM

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

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

Project Name: Big Blue Wind Farm

Docket number: IP6851/WS-10-1238

User Name: Dan Moore

County: Faribault County

City: Blue Earth

Email:

Phone:

Impact:  Windfinity LLC is the original Developer of this project and we welcome Exergy into our
community to complete the project.

There will be revenue generated by the project to Jo Daviess township for crushed rock, snow removal
and road maintanence.

Mitigation: 

Submission date: Wed Apr 20 09:43:03 2011

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

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

Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us

mailto:apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us


From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: Murphy Fri May 6 16:25:14 2011 IP6851/WS-10-1238
Date: Friday, May 06, 2011 4:25:20 PM

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

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

Project Name: Big Blue Wind Farm

Docket number: IP6851/WS-10-1238

User Name: Debra Murphy

County:

City: Blue Earth

Email:

Phone:

Impact:  I am in support of the Big Blue Wind Farm as I feel it will make a positive economic impact on
our county. In the face of declining population we need to support industry that will bring income to
county government.  As far as environmental impact, I feel supporting clean energy is very important
and feel Exergy is working to bring this project to construction with the least amount of negative

environmental impact possible. 

Mitigation:

Submission date: Fri May  6 16:25:14 2011

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

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

Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us

mailto:apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us


From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: Murphy Wed May 4 21:28:19 2011 IP6851/WS-10-1238
Date: Wednesday, May 04, 2011 9:29:06 PM

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

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

Project Name: Big Blue Wind Farm

Docket number: IP6851/WS-10-1238

User Name: Richard Murphy

County: Faribault County

City: Blue Earth

Email: rmurph6583@bevcomm.net

Phone: 507-525-3107

Impact:  I recently had the opportunity to attend the public hearing on April 19 2011 concerning the Big
Blue Wind Farm. One of the concerns that came up was the wish to have all the power lines be
underground. While this may be feasable with a small project like Blue Breezes ( city of Blue Earth) it is
unreasonable to do with a project the size and comlexity of Big Blue. All of the farmers and landowners
I have talked to want this project to move forward in a timely manner and do not have a problem with
the feeder lines being overhead.I recently took a drive through 2 other wind farms Elm Creek (trimont)
and Mcnelius (dodge center) and observed they both have overhead feeder lines along the road
rightaways, much as Big Blue has been designed. I honestly feel that Exergy Development has done a
very professional and environmentally sound job of engineering this project. The propossed placement
of the turbines maximizes their efficiency and minimizes the impact on the nearby residences. I realize
the overhead power lines may seem like a nusiance to some, but they are a necessary ingredient to any
successful large scale wind farm. It is my hope that this wind farm is not subject to any unreasonable
constraints, which will potentially deny the local landowners, and community of the finincial rewards
that this county so desperately needs.

Mitigation:

Submission date: Wed May  4 21:28:19 2011

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

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

Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us

mailto:apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us


From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: Oltman Fri May 6 16:56:10 2011 IP6851/WS-10-1238
Date: Friday, May 06, 2011 4:56:15 PM

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

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

Project Name: Big Blue Wind Farm

Docket number: IP6851/WS-10-1238

User Name: Jim Oltman

County: Martin County

City: Granada

Email: jkman@bevcomm.net

Phone: 507-464-3479

Impact:  Wind energy is clean, but not as reliable as coal generated electricity, we need coal generated
base load electricity as well as we need  wind. Hopefully some day soon, wind energy can be better
utilized to get the full value of it being clean. This will make this wind farm very valuable. This wind
farm will be of good economic value to this area.

Mitigation:

Submission date: Fri May  6 16:56:10 2011

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

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

Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us

mailto:apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us


From: Blue Earth 2U
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: PUC Docket IP-6851/ws-10-1238
Date: Friday, May 06, 2011 10:57:01 AM

Hello Ingrid,
I attended the public meeting regarding the wind tower project in Faribault
county.:PUC Docket IP-6851/ws-10-1238
 
I was disappointed that the project leaders could not answer what seem to be very
routine questions for a project of this type.  I want my concerns known that the
lines should be underground and NOT above ground.  I am not in favor of this
project because of my proximity to many towers and the potential real estate value
decrease I may incur.
 
I don't think the project leaders are being straight forward with the community and
their expansion plans.  I don't see the revenue potential for our small county and
township.  It calculates to about $43000 per year of which we don't know WHO gets
to share in this rather small piece of the pie.  It hardly sounds worth the effort for
one townships residence  to live with.  We have to look at these towers, hear them,
and endure the disruption to our fields, roads, and the enjoyment of living in the
country.
 
Sincerely,
Alex Sucher

mailto:blueearth2u@yahoo.com
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us


From: Shirley Hannaman
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: PUC Docket No, IP-6851-WS-10-1238
Date: Wednesday, May 04, 2011 2:53:08 PM

I farm my parents land in JoDavis Township, Faribault County, Minnesota.
 
It makes no difference to me whether the lines are buried or overhead were they to
get a turbine on their land.  I am in favor of this wind farm being built. 
 
Michael Hannaman
2991  60th St.
Blue Earth, MN  56013

mailto:rshanna@bevcomm.net
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us


From: mary rosenau
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: docket no. IP-6851/WS-10-1238
Date: Friday, April 22, 2011 1:28:19 PM

I have a number of concerns regarding the proposed Blg Blue Wind Farm in JoDaviess township of
Faribault County. 
 
First of all:  Roads
 
The roads in our township are poor at best and heavy truck traffic relating to the installation and
upkeep of the proposed wind turbines would make them worse.  I am concerned that the township
would have to spend extra money grading the roads than they would normally.  It was mentioned at the
meeting that the company would be required to leave the roads in the condition in which they were
found, but I wonder if that would really happen.
 
Secondly:  Underground vs: Overhead lines
 
The township and the county are on record requesting underground lines.  I would hope that this would
be a requirement.  Overhead lines require more upkeep which means more truck traffic.  It was also
mentioned that some aerial spraying companies would not spray in this township.  This might adversely
affect people living within the twonship that will not have turbines on their land.
 
Thirdly:  Turbine Sites
 
The sites of some of the turbines is not determined at this time.  I may be affected by shadow flicker if
some of my neighbors decide to allow a turbine close to my property.  The proposed turbines are so
tall that everyone in the area will see them all the time.
 
There are too many things as yet unclear about this entire project.  Once they are built, it will be too
late to clear up problems.
 
It was pretty clear from what was said at the meeting that there is not an effective plan for turbine
removal if Big Blue files for bankruptcy or decides to abandon the project.  There needs to be a bond
or escrow fund of a sufficient amount to take down the turbines.  Stating that the scrape metal would
be worth the cost of removal is ludicrous.
 
Lastly, I have driven past several wind farms in eastern MN and in IA and from what I could see from
the road, most of the farms were not located as close to farm sites as the wind farm proposes.  Many
of the proposed locations are owned by people that do not live in the township or if they do, they are
not close to their buildings.  Many of the proposed sites are close to non-participating neighbors
buildings.
 
Mary Rosenau
33737  70th St.
Blue Earth, MN 56013

mailto:maryr@bevcomm.net
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us


From: Jim Wagner
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: Wind
Date: Friday, May 06, 2011 10:52:29 AM

Dear Ingrid,

I felt that I should send my comments about the Wind project that might be
happening here in JoDaviess Township of Faribault Co. MN. Not to go into great
detail, I was born and raised here. I know live on a building site 1 mile from where I
was raised. Along with my wife and family we own land where the proposed wind
generators are supposed to go up. Not only the obvious things about them that I DO
NOT care for like the huge structure (very unsightly), the shadow flicker and the
noise just to name a few. Now they want to put the lines above ground just to save
themselves some money. It took years to get all the power, telephone, cable lines
underground and now they want to put their power lines up again just to save a
little money. But what really are we going to benefit from them? From what is told
the County will only gain maybe $43,000.00 a year.? Is that worth all the hard
feelings that it is going to bring with the neighbors possibly?  We as residents that
live here, not in town or some other place have to look at them everyday, hear them
everyday, and the farmers have to farm around them even though it will only take a
"small part" (as they say) of land to house one wind generator. I think we need to
really sit and think about what is happening here. Don't let it be just about the
money. We all have worked hard to get what we have, this is FARM country lets
keep the beauty of it where it belongs.

Concerned citizen of Faribault Co.

-- 
Jim Wagner

mailto:coljimw@gmail.com
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us



























































