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MR. LANGAN:  What we'll do is we'll open 

it up to comments and questions.  And, again, either 

one are fair game.  I'll try to answer them the best 

I can, whether it's something about the project or 

the State's review of this.  We do have -- you know, 

Mark and his team can answer some of the questions 

that you may have as well.  And, like I say, if you 

don't -- if you're not prepared to make a comment 

today, don't worry about it.  You have until the 

19th.  And verbal and written comments are viewed 

equally, so you're not missing an opportunity.  But 

we'd like to open it up for comments and for 

questions.  

So I think with this group, we'll just do 

a show of hands, if anybody would like to start.  

Again, if you have a comment or question, if you'd 

state your name and spell your last name and then 

just speak slowly so the court reporter can 

accurately transcribe what your comment or question 

is.  

Okay.  With that, does anybody have a 

comment or a question?  

Yes, please.  Can you -- I'm sorry, we 

need you to step up to the microphone so the court 

reporter -- 
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MS. WITTE:  This is a simple question.  I 

think I know the answer.  Lois Witte, W-I-T-T-E.  

When you said the poles with distribution are 250 to 

300 feet apart, does that mean where there is a 

distribution line going to a home or business?  

MR. LANGAN:  That's a good question.  

And, Mark, maybe you want to answer that, 

sort of that configuration question for her. 

MR. STROHFUS:  Yeah, that's correct.  If 

you drive around your neighborhood right now, you'll 

see distribution lines, you'll see poles out there.  

And, specifically, let's just pull up one of the 

maps.  

MR. LANGAN:  Sure.  

MR. STROHFUS:  So, you know, I'm aware 

that there is distribution lines on both sides of 

Seventh Avenue here. 

MS. WITTE:  Okay.  So they would be 250 

to 300 feet apart?  

MR. STROHFUS:  Yeah.  And that's a 

general number. 

MS. WITTE:  Yeah, right.  Approximately. 

MR. STROHFUS:  Yeah, approximately.  When 

we go ahead and after they -- what happens after the 

route permit is issued, we go into the next phase of 
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our project, which is to do some surveying.  And 

some of that survey work we've already done, where 

we've used LIDAR.  

Haven't we already?  

MR. HEURING:  Yeah.

MR. STROHFUS:  So we've done aerial 

surveying.  We've done LIDAR.  It's light 

emitting -- and I don't remember what the rest of it 

is, but it's a very interesting way to get surveys 

now, so we see where everything's at.  Then our 

drafting technicians will kind of start laying on 

the location of the line.  They look at the maximum 

spans that are needed or are possible, the minimum 

spans that we can -- we have to do to make sure 

there's enough support for that line itself, and we 

gain distribution on there.  So the line can't sag 

down too low, because when the line gets -- when 

it's -- when there's a lot of energy flowing through 

the line on a hot summer day, it's a metal line, and 

it will expand and sag down.  So we don't want that 

line sagging down and touching the other lines 

causing short circuits.  

So, yeah, that's what we're looking at.  

But when we put in those poles or those lines, we 

try to put them in convenient locations for people.  
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We won't put one in the middle of somebody's 

driveway because -- so, you know, we -- quite often 

we prefer to put them in the corners of lots and 

along property lines rather than right through the 

middle of somebody's yards. 

MS. WITTE:  And then one other question.  

In here it said Anoka Municipal Utility may choose 

to bury some of the distribution lines.  So are you 

saying that Anoka may bury some of the lines?  

MR. STROHFUS:  Yeah, rather than do an 

under-build on those, there is an option they could 

get buried.  So then, you know, rather than having 

that crossarm on the pole, the line itself will be 

buried. 

MS. WITTE:  That's it.  Thank you. 

MR. STROHFUS:  Thank you. 

MR. LANGAN:  Thank you.  

Other questions or comments?  

Yes, please.  And I'll ask you to come up 

to the microphone.  Thank you.  

MS. OFTELIE:  I'm kind of embarrassed to 

ask this.  My name is Sarah O-F-T-E-L-I-E.  I'm just 

confused like why there has to be -- like if this 

one needs to be bigger, needs more power, that it 

can't just be built?  Like I'm just confused as to 
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why it has to be coming from here to here and not 

just have its own.  I don't get it.  So... 

MR. LANGAN:  No, that's a very good 

question.  Thank you.  Yeah.  But I will ask GRE to 

answer that, because they're qualified to do so. 

MR. STROHFUS:  Yeah, you know, the power 

is -- electric energy is produced at central power 

stations here where maybe, I'm sure, go up the road 

on Highway 10, what have we got, High Bridge and 

Riverside power stations owned by Xcel Energy.  Our 

old headquarters up in Elk River station has a 

garbage burner there that we use to produce the 

electricity.  That has to be hooked up to a 

transmission line.  And so we have to have some 

source connected up to that.  

I suppose we could -- you know, one 

option would be to build a new transmission line all 

the way from the closest power station, but that 

gets to be fairly expensive.  Just by way of 

perspective, this line is about 5.8 miles long.  

Our current cost -- where are we at, 

Chuck, our cost estimates, do you remember?  

MR. LUKKARILA:  7.8 million. 

MR. STROHFUS:  Yeah, I was going to say 

about $8 million.  You know, so the next closest 
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power source, if you -- you know, where to really 

hook up would be to go all the way up to Elk River.  

It increases the cost of that power line.  And as 

ratepayers that impacts every homeowner and 

business.  Our goal as a utility is to provide, 

first of all, reliable power, keep the lights on.  

Provide quality power.  And that's kind of a funny 

term for people to hear, but we want to maintain the 

voltages on the transmission line and the 

distribution systems, because businesses and 

industries' equipment and, actually, a lot of your 

home equipment now is very sensitive to fluctuations 

in the voltage levels.  So we call that power 

quality.  

So the whole -- so we have existing 

transmission lines coming out of these power 

stations now.  They web across the entire state.  

And a lot of them are also interconnected with each 

other.  So, you know, other than building a direct 

line again from the power station up here, which 

isn't practical, we simply hook up to the existing 

power system, the transmission system, and bring 

that power in.  It's kind of like throwing an 

extension cord onto an outlet.  

This is the main power source, Crooked 
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Lake.  It has 115 kilovolt feeder lines coming into 

it, which probably connect up to 345 kilovolt 

systems somewhere along the line, and those 345 

kilovolt systems eventually connect up into the 

power station itself.  

So, again, keeping things cheap as 

possible -- not cheap, but least inexpensive, cost 

effective, yeah, because it's not.  We look at 

closest source we can connect up to.  And that's 

really this one, this particular station 

(indicating).  And then we have to look at whether 

or not that particular substation has the capacity.  

So part of the planning process, again, 

Dave looks at how much energy is being drawn off of 

this substation and can we draw additional power off 

of it, enough between the Enterprise Park 

substation.  

Did that answer your question?  I talked 

for way too long on that question, I think.  We can 

talk afterwards too.  Maybe it will help.  Maybe it 

won't.  

Let me just pull this map up.  So this 

gets confusing, but these red lines and green lines 

you see here, this is the existing high voltage 

transmission system that we have in the area.  This 
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is Anoka.  So our project is really between about 

this point here and this point here (indicating).  

So this again was 5.8 miles.  The low -- the nearest 

power station, again is up in Elk River, way up here 

(indicating), so you can get some perspective on 

distance.  And this is the line, we call this the EP 

line.  It's a 69 kV.  And tapping into that is this 

green line currently owned by Anoka Municipal 

Utilities.  That's what we call the kW line.  And 

that's what feeds the Enterprise Park substation 

right now.  So there is no existing connection 

between these two systems.  

This is just a small picture of the 

transmission system.  It's one of the things -- you 

know, I've been working at Great River Energy for 

about 12 years now.  The transmission system is 

just -- it's very complicated, and it's just amazing 

what -- you know, what people have built over the 

last, I don't even know how many years, 50, 60, 

70 years.  

MR. LANGAN:  Okay.  Other questions or 

comments?  

Okay.  If there are none, I'll thank you 

for coming today.  Again, the comment period is open 

until December 19th.  So I encourage you to get in 
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any comments that you have by then.  That can be on 

issues or impacts that you want our office to study 

about this line and that you want the Public 

Utilities Commission to consider when they are 

approving a line and setting permit conditions, and 

then any other either -- you know, again, this could 

be a route alternative, a totally new route from 

point A to point B, or it could be a minor tweak.  

We call those alternative route segments.  So we 

would happily look at those as well.  

When you send those in, reminder to be as 

specific as possible and to provide justification 

for why we should take a look at that alternate 

route or route segment.  

If -- I assume everyone is able to pick 

up the handouts, but make sure that you pick up that 

meeting notice with my contact information on it.  

If anyone has a question, either before the 19th or 

at any time from now until May at the end of our 

review, always feel free to contact me, and I'll be 

happy to answer your questions.  

Okay.  Thanks everyone for coming today, 

and thanks again. 

(Proceedings concluded at 1:57 p.m.)
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MR. LANGAN:  With that, we'll open it up 

for any comments or questions that you may have 

tonight.  

We will ask that you come up to the 

microphone to speak, it's easier for the court 

reporter to accurately keep notes on what you -- 

what your comments or questions are.  And just as a 

refresher, please speak your name and spell your 

last name and speak slowly so that we can record 

what you're saying.  And I think with this group we 

can just go by a show of hands if anybody wants to 

step up and make a comment or ask a question.  

The gentleman in the back had his hand up 

first.  Sir, please.  

MR. JAN DOOPER:  Okay.  

MR. LANGAN:  Thank you.  

MR. JAN DOOPER:  My name is Jan Dooper, 

spelled J-A-N, D-O-O-P-E-R.  And I'm on the advisory 

committee for the City of Anoka.  And I have a 

question for Mr. Langan.  Several questions.  

The engineer on this project is the 

utility regulation, is that involved in the type of 

things they want and what the GRE has proposed, and 

are there any controversies about that?  

MR. LANGAN:  I just want to make sure I 
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get your question correct.  Are there any 

controversies about what Great River Energy has 

proposed?  

MR. JAN DOOPER:  Yes.  Are you involved 

in the construction process in any way?  

MR. LANGAN:  I myself am not involved in 

the construction of the projects, no.  I work for 

the Department of Commerce and we'll be doing the 

environmental review of the project to see what kind 

of impacts and then mitigation measures there may be 

for those impacts.  And I also come out and host 

public meetings and ask for the public's involvement 

in that review for the Public Utilities Commission.  

MR. JAN DOOPER:  Okay.  So it looks like 

now there won't be any big controversies in the 

future on the type of construction?  

MR. LANGAN:  We will often learn if there 

are controversies with any of the projects by the 

end of the comment period, and people have a chance 

to write in by December 19th.  If there are folks 

that would like to see a different route or have a 

particular concern, we would know by the time 

December 19th rolls around when they've submitted 

their comments.  

MR. JAN DOOPER:  Okay.  My second 
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question.  Are you involved in the financing of this 

project or is that left up to GRE and their 

partners?  

MR. LANGAN:  We are not involved in the 

financing. 

MR. JAN DOOPER:  You are not involved in 

financing.  Okay.  Those are my questions. 

MR. LANGAN:  Okay.  Thank you.  

Sir.  

MR. TOM RADDOHL:  My name is Tom Raddohl, 

R-A-D-D-O-H-L.  And I'm a homeowner at Grant Street 

and Sixth Avenue.  

And I guess some of my concerns, 

basically, I'd like to have this in someone else's 

backyard rather than my own.  But barring that, my 

big concern is, you know, right-of-way size, 

routing.  

The property behind my property is 

undeveloped and it's owned by the City of Anoka and 

I would prefer to see the easement within that 

undeveloped property rather than on my own property, 

on the west side of my property.  

I know on the south side of the property 

Great River Energy is proposing crossing the street 

at an angle, which I'm not opposed to, I would 
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just -- I guess I would like to be informed of 

exactly what that entails and the easements 

involved.  

I guess my question, first of all, would 

be to you, Matt.  Will anybody on the mailing list 

be notified of all the steps in the review process 

if we're on the mailing list?  

MR. LANGAN:  Yes.  

MR. TOM RADDOHL:  Okay.  And then as far 

as, you know, having this route in somebody else's 

property, I look at the map and I look at the 

existing Crooked Lake transmission substation and 

where the proposed route parallels on the south side 

of Highway 10 and I am questioning why can't we 

cross Highway 10 on County Road 79 and up to 

Grant -- beyond Grant Street, and I'm not sure 

exactly what the cross street is, but I know that it 

goes behind the Walmart area.  

I notice that by this map it looks like 

it crosses a wetland and I'm wondering, is it more 

important to preserve wetlands or is it more 

important to preserve private property when it comes 

to the assessment process?  And in that route you're 

actually crossing two blocks that are developed and 

in the proposed route you're going through more, 
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which I don't know what the priority is there in the 

assessment, but I'm just questioning that route.  

The other possible proposal, and I know 

that there were some talks in the previous mailings 

that the railroad right-of-way isn't a real viable 

alternative, but I'm looking at the, you know, if 

they were to be able to follow the railroad 

right-of-way and then cross Highway 10 -- or follow 

railroad right-of-way to Fourth Avenue, and then go 

north on Fourth Avenue, then they would be able to 

come across on Grant Street and come across on the 

undeveloped property.  

Currently there's proposed development 

for a senior citizen home south of the Anoka County 

State Hospital, and there's also undeveloped land 

owned by the city to the west of my property, and 

then they could go north and then jog over to 

Seventh Avenue and north again.  So although I think 

that's been dismissed in the earlier evaluations, I 

guess I'd still like that to be considered.  

And I think that is all that we have.  

Thank you.  

MR. LANGAN:  Thank you.  Did you have 

something you'd like to say?  

MR. STROHFUS:  Well, if we want to talk 
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about rejected routes, we can certainly do that.  

MR. LANGAN:  Okay.  I think that's fine, 

if you want to talk about the items that are in the 

application and the decision-making there.  And we 

still have your comments on record, I think you're 

in support of those, it sounds like, two routes, 

that you were -- the two different route segments 

that you were talking about there.  

MR. TOM RADDOHL:  Those two route 

segments would have less impact on me personally.  I 

don't know if they're better routes or economically 

viable routes, I guess I'd leave that up to you guys 

to determine that.  

I guess what I would like is a fair 

assessment of those routes by yourself.  I know that 

Great River has probably looked at them and seen 

what the possibilities are like and have proposed 

their route for a purpose.  I guess I don't 

necessarily mind their route, and it sounds like 

they have a fair plan for crossing the intersection 

at the street just south of mine, which is Grant.  

And that's my big concern, because this power line 

goes by my property on two sides and so I don't want 

it to have a strong impact on the value of my 

property.  And that's my main concern, is to protect 
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that right.  And so I'd like those routes 

considered, although I, you know, I don't believe 

that Great River Energy has just dismissed them out 

of hand, I'm sure they've given them consideration. 

MR. LANGAN:  We have those comments on 

the record.  I will look at those routes.  Mark can 

offer some comments if those are routes you've 

looked at before but, nonetheless, they'll be part 

of the comments that I've received and I can look at 

that myself as well.  

MR. TOM RADDOHL:  And I have a couple 

other questions.  And Mark has talked to me about 

this prior to the meeting, but I'll ask them just so 

other people can probably hear it.  

One is considering if they do choose to 

go south of my property and cut across the Grant 

Street at an angle, you know, is there a certain 

span that they'll be considering?  Will there be 

underbuild in that particular instance?  What kind 

of an impact will it have on my property values?  Am 

I going to have a big steel pole?  Am I going to 

have a laminate pole?  Is there a -- are there 

possibilities of having underground lines?  What are 

the alternatives to -- you know, these things aren't 

real -- real pretty to have sitting in your property 
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or behind your property or whatever.  What can we do 

to minimize the impact on my personal property?  

MR. LANGAN:  Great.  And, Mark, if you 

want to answer those three items. 

MR. STROHFUS:  Sure.  I'm going to pull 

up a map here. 

MR. LANGAN:  Sure.  

MR. STROHFUS:  I'll move this map over 

here.  And I tried to follow some of the routes 

you're suggesting.  I think I have them right, but 

if I don't, you direct me.  

So one of them is called County Road 79, 

I think.  So, yes, it's this, County Road 79 is what 

we call the 11th Avenue route and it proceeds up.  

We did look at that.  It was actually fairly high on 

our initial list because there's an existing 

distribution line that runs through there.  However, 

as you go through there, you'll notice that we have 

several blocks of residential properties through 

here.  We have some, although this is quite a ways 

off where the line would go, we have Wilson 

Elementary School over here and then we have a 

number of residential properties in here, as we came 

up here where the line would have to cross over.  So 

one of the things we don't like to impact is 
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people's lives, we don't like to impact people's 

personal homes.  A business or industry is more 

willing and accepting to have us around, they're not 

concerned as much with the aesthetics of a 

transmission line being in their yard.  

By the way, my first home I lived in for 

ten years had a 345 kilovolt transmission line in 

the backyard.  I moved a mile, mile and a half down 

the road, that line is now across the street from 

me.  I sit out and talk to my neighbors all the 

time, we talk about things going on in the 

neighborhood.  Once they're there, you don't really 

notice them.  That's a personal opinion, but you're 

going to have to have your own personal opinion.  

So, again, the idea is to minimize the 

impacts to residential properties, I think that's a 

key issue.  There are issues with wetlands.  This 

wetland is not particularly problematic to avoid, 

but really it was the fact that we had a number of 

homes in here, a number of homes in here, and we had 

the elementary school, which tends to be a sensitive 

area when it comes to high voltage lines.  

So those were some of the primary reasons 

we rejected that route.  Also, when the route came 

up and had to turn to the west here through this 
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area, the Anoka County highway department is in the 

process of upgrading this particular section of the 

road, the curve, and they've done some work already, 

they've done some soil surveys, they've done some 

borings, and the soil quality in this area is very 

poor and so it would make it difficult to put the 

lines in and it's going to make it more costly.  

Again, we like to avoid impacting 

residential homes, but at the same time our goals as 

a power supplier are to provide reliable power at 

reasonable costs.  So we have to look at every cost 

increase along the way.  Because it's the ratepayers 

that pay those cost increases.  It's a tough thing 

to balance at times, but we try to do our best.  

So there's homes here and cost increases.  

So that gave a little negative tick on it.  Are 

there homes along our proposed route?  Yes, there 

are.  We can't avoid every single home out there.  

But I think when you look at our proposed route 

we've done a pretty good job in avoiding homes.  

There's a few in here, yes, we have this whole 

stretch here where we can go across the road, it's 

undeveloped on the west side of Seventh Avenue and 

it provides a lot of space there.  Again, I think 

once the line is up, people will pretty much deal 
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with it like they deal with every other distribution 

line, telecommunication system that's out there.  

You drive by it, you don't really notice it.  

You get up along here, it's primarily 

commercial/residential property along Bunker Lake 

Road.  We could have a couple homes in here that 

we're close to and, again, commercial/industrial in 

here and all industrial on the way down.  So, again, 

you know, there's -- we can't avoid every home out 

there, but I think we've done a pretty good job.  

I think you were suggesting -- oh, let's 

hit the railroad first.  That's a good one.  

Because, you know, when we first looked at this 

project we thought that would be a great route.  The 

shortest distance between two points is a straight 

line and we've got a straight line pretty much going 

right down the rail corridor.  That's a cost issue.  

You know, a short distance means the whole line is 

cheaper.  However, the city of Anoka is an older 

community, it is very developed.  The rail, I don't 

know when this actually went in, but it was part of 

the early economy of the region here and a lot of 

things are built very close to that line.  We need 

easements for every particular piece of property, 

not just on residential property.  We like that 
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easement to be 25 to 30 feet, 35 feet on both sides 

of the line, so we're talking about a 50 to 70 foot 

corridor.  

The railroad will not allow us to overlap 

their existing easements so they have a double track 

line here and they have easements that are probably 

on the order of 60 feet off that and so now we need 

to go another 25 feet, so now you're 85 feet.  And 

if you've ever walked along the rail here, there 

isn't 80 feet.  In fact, there's some places where 

facilities are built right up to that.  One of them 

is the old grain elevator that sits right in here 

that's pretty much along the railroad track.  The 

other major pinch points on that is certainly 

Schwartzman's Metals, they have a 20-foot wall built 

right up to the railroad, and we can't simply slip 

over to the other side of the railroad tracks there 

because we have a school district building and we 

have early childhood education facilities there.  So 

really, because of the congestion here, we threw 

that out as a nonviable route.  

The railroad also has issues with 

electrical interference with their controls and 

traffic signals and so they've been fairly adamant 

in conversations with us that they don't think that 
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this is a viable route, that this particular route 

is too congested already and they have serious 

concerns about electrical interference on their 

system.  

That was two of the routes.  Oh, the 

other one -- and, you know, your home sits right 

here.  Were you suggesting going straight up Seventh 

Avenue?  Was that one of them?  

MR. TOM RADDOHL:  No, I was suggesting 

you follow the train line to Fourth Avenue and 

then -- Fourth Avenue is where the Anoka light rail 

station is. 

MR. STROHFUS:  Yeah, so that would be -- 

I think this is Fourth Avenue right here then. 

MR. TOM RADDOHL:  Correct. 

MR. STROHFUS:  Yeah, Fourth Avenue, and 

so I guess we hadn't really evaluated that.  We can 

talk about that a little bit internally, I suppose.  

My initial reaction is you're doing this, and so 

you're kind of doubling up on the distance at least 

for this section of line which, again, adds costs. 

MR. TOM RADDOHL:  It costs to you, but at 

the same time it has the least amount of impacts to 

personal property that's developed currently. 

MR. STROHFUS:  Yeah. 
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MR. TOM RADDOHL:  And my first proposal, 

you were talking about running that directly all the 

way up to Bunker, and I'm not proposing that you run 

it all the way up to Bunker.  Can I approach the 

map?  

MR. STROHFUS:  Yeah. 

MR. TOM RADDOHL:  Okay.  What I'm 

proposing is you just run it across Highway 10.  

This is undeveloped property.  You know, you're 

talking the east and west side of Highway 7 -- or 

Seventh Avenue here, you can do the same thing over 

here, you can work on the east side of 11th Avenue 

and you're not interfering with all this developed 

property.  This is undeveloped where you go up here 

through this swamp land and then you're only dealing 

with two blocks of developed land, rather than 

you're looking at four blocks here of developed 

properties.  And my proposal would be to run it up 

here, run it across at Garfield and then to the west 

side of Seventh and up. 

MR. STROHFUS:  Sure.  And we did look at 

some kind of variance on that.  First of all, 

expanding this wetland is a little bit problematic, 

it's a fairly large space, and if we have 

maintenance issues in the summertime it would be 
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difficult to get out there and fix that.  Generally 

we would not put a pole in the middle of a wetland 

and be able to span that distance.  So that's one 

issue.  

The second issue is getting through the 

neighborhoods over here.  The fortunate thing for us 

and the fortunate thing probably for you as the 

homeowner is that you have nothing behind your home.  

All of these cross streets have homes fronting on 

Garfield on both sides.  We looked at Grant Street 

as well.  Both of those streets have homes on both 

sides fronting on that street with fairly shallow 

front yards.  Again, you think about a 25 foot 

easement, and you want the pole a couple feet off 

the curb line, so that puts the easement pretty much 

up to their front door, their front stoop.  Whereas, 

again, fortunate for us, unfortunate for you, 

probably, we have plenty of space back here.  We put 

that easement right along your property line, it 

doesn't impact anything you want to do with your 

property except that in your case we will have a 

slight corner cutting off there probably.  So I 

think when we drove down these roads we said this is 

infeasible.  

So did I miss anything?  
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MR. TOM RADDOHL:  No. 

MR. STROHFUS:  Okay.  

MR. TOM RADDOHL:  Oh, my other question 

was underbuild and the possibility of, you know, 

what is the possible span across, you know, if you 

have to go across Grant Street at an angle, are you 

going to have the 75-foot easement, are you going to 

try to maintain that, will you be -- you had talked 

about using a better pole, a laminate type or -- 

MR. STROHFUS:  I would guess, and we had 

one of the construction managers, we had taken him 

on a tour of the route and looked at it and he felt 

that, you know, without any engineering 

calculations, he kind of just looked at it and said, 

yeah, I'm pretty sure we can take one corner of the 

property and diagonal across behind your house.  So 

there would be pole on the corner, the span would be 

behind your house ideally 25 to 30 feet off your 

back property line and off Grant Street.  So from a 

feasibility standpoint, it looks pretty good.  

Again, you know, the next step after we 

get the permit from the Public Utilities Commission 

is we're going to do some hard core engineering, 

we're going to get some survey work done.  We have 

already done some aerial survey work already.  And 
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then we're going to decide, if this is the route 

that they permit us for, basically our first stab is 

at the poles and exactly where the line would 

traverse.  

MR. TOM RADDOHL:  And just to get this on 

the record because we have a stenographer here, your 

preference would be, because of the City of Anoka 

owns the undeveloped land to the west of my 

property, your preference would be to get your 

easement from that undeveloped property in 

preference to dealing with private ownership on the 

eight properties that adjoin the City of Anoka land?  

MR. STROHFUS:  Yeah.  And, again, we 

stopped on the corner by your property, we stood out 

there with several people that are actually in this 

room tonight and decided that the best option in our 

mind is to put it such that the edge of the 

easement, you know, sits right on your back property 

line.  So, yeah, it will be 25 to 30 feet off that, 

35 feet off your back property line is where the 

centerline would go.  

MR. TOM RADDOHL:  Thank you.  

MR. LANGAN:  Okay.  I just wanted to say 

that I did -- I wanted Mark to come up here and talk 

about it because I know that a lot of planning and 
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work has gone into developing this route over the 

last couple years before they even applied to our 

office and the Public Utilities Commission for the 

permit, but we too will look at the routes you 

proposed.  I think Mark gave a good explanation 

about some of the things they ran into.  But we can 

also look into this through the environmental 

assessment and perhaps sort of flush out what some 

of those issues are too.  

So I appreciate your comments, thanks, we 

have them on the record, and we'll look into those 

alternative routes and segments and see if they're 

viable or are there fatal flaws with them as in some 

of the cases that Mark has provided.  So our office 

will take a look at it.  I appreciate your comments. 

MR. TOM RADDOHL:  Thank you.  

MR. LANGAN:  Okay.  Anyone else with 

comments or questions?  Please, sir.  

MR. JOHN HOLT:  Hi.  John Holt, H-O-L-T.  

I live on Aldrich Circle, my back yard butts up to 

Seventh Avenue.  

Mark answered my question earlier and so 

did the gentleman in the back that the route is 

going to be on the west side of Seventh Avenue.  

A couple questions.  You were talking 



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

21

about where you over take a line.  My service comes 

right off the sidewalk on the east side of Seventh.  

Now, is that line going to be moved to the west 

side?  Just a question.  

And then the other question is that I'm 

straight across from the state garage, okay.  My 

understanding is you're going to have to take all 

those trees out.  It's going to make a big noise 

problem, especially this time of the year.  Those 

trees give us a lot of coverage from noise from the 

state garage, loading sand out, bringing sand in, 

with all the beepers and stuff.  

So that's the only two questions I have. 

MR. LANGAN:  Okay.  

MR. JOHN HOLT:  Thank you. 

MR. LANGAN:  Thank you.  

Mark, do you want to answer that?  

MR. STROHFUS:  Yeah.  We're aware that 

there's two distribution lines on Seventh Avenue, 

one on the east side and one on the west side.  And 

I believe the one on the west side belongs to Anoka 

Municipal Utilities and on the east side it belongs 

to Connexus.  Do you get your -- 

MS. GAIL HOLT:  No, the city. 

MR. JOHN HOLT:  The city. 
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MR. STROHFUS:  Okay.  But the answer is 

probably no, those lines, at least as far as we see 

it, will stay on the east side, and just the ones on 

the west side would be under built onto the new 

transmission line.  

I'm sorry, I forgot, what was the second 

question?  

MR. JOHN HOLT:  The trees. 

MR. STROHFUS:  The trees, yes.  We're 

aware that there's trees on the west side there.  

That's one of the things we like to avoid, is 

cutting trees.  But, again, it's one of those things 

that we can't always avoid doing.  There's going to 

be a tree somewhere and unfortunately there will be 

some trees cut in front of the MnDOT garages there.  

MR. JOHN HOLT:  Thank you.  

MR. LANGAN:  Okay.  Thank you.  

Anyone else with a comment or questions 

either about the project itself or how our office 

reviews the project?  

UNIDENTIFIED:  I'm trying to find a map 

of where this is actually going in Anoka here and 

we'll look at it later.  Oh, thank you.  Got it.  

MR. LANGAN:  Okay.  And, again, what we 

have, both on our website as well as at some of the 
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local libraries, and we'd be happy to provide to you 

not only a map like you see up here that shows the 

entire route that's being proposed, but in that 

application there are detailed maps that zoom in 

much more closely.  So there's a set of, you know, 

maybe ten maps depicting this.  And so that 

application, again, you can find on our website or 

at the libraries and it really zeros in and you can 

see with much greater clarity where the proposed 

route is going to go.  So if this is not to scale 

and you're looking for those better scale maps, they 

are available.  And, again, if you do have a route 

alternative or a route segment alternative, you can 

feel free to use those maps, just print them off 

from our website and you can submit that to me.  

UNIDENTIFIED:  So Seventh Avenue -- 

MR. LANGAN:  Excuse me.  We have a court 

reporter taking notes for us so -- 

UNIDENTIFIED:  Sure. 

MR. LANGAN:  So if you'd like to make a 

comment, we'd ask you to please come up to the 

microphone. 

UNIDENTIFIED:  Well, forget it.  I think 

I can see it on the map here. 

MR. LANGAN:  If you don't want to step up 
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and make a comment, we'll be around after the 

meeting tonight and we'll be happy to talk with you.

COURT REPORTER:  He is speaking loud 

enough, I can hear him.  

MR. LANGAN:  Sir, would you like to try 

to give your comment from there?  

UNIDENTIFIED:  Okay.  So it's just going 

across Johnson Park to Sixth Avenue and then north 

from there?  

MR. STROHFUS:  Yeah, that's correct.  Our 

conceptual alignment, our preferred alignment is to 

stay along the Highway 10 right-of-way as close as 

possible through Johnson Park on the east side of 

Sixth Street.  So we put a pole in the southeast 

corner of -- actually, the northwest corner of 

Johnson Park, but on the east side of Sixth Avenue, 

Sixth Street, and then we head straight north. 

UNIDENTIFIED:  So at Highway 10 will it 

be underground?  

MR. STROHFUS:  No, everything will be 

above ground. 

UNIDENTIFIED:  How about over Johnson 

Park, will that be over?  

MR. STROHFUS:  Overhead, yes. 

UNIDENTIFIED:  Right through the middle 
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of it?  

MR. STROHFUS:  No, again, along the -- 

UNIDENTIFIED:  Okay.  Yep, I know where 

you're talking about.  

MR. STROHFUS:  Along the fence line, the 

MnDOT fence line, we'll have to be 15 feet off that, 

or 20 feet.  I think when we looked at it originally 

we thought we might be able to span the whole park 

there with two, but we may have to put a third pole 

right in the middle there. 

UNIDENTIFIED:  So it stops at Sixth 

Avenue and goes over the highway at Sixth Avenue 

there?  

MR. STROHFUS:  Yes, and we stay on the 

east side of Sixth Avenue.  

UNIDENTIFIED:  That's all I needed to 

know.  That's what we're here for.  

MR. LANGAN:  Other questions or comments?  

Okay.  If not, as I said, we'll be around 

if anyone wants to ask us some questions 

individually.  

Just a couple -- a few key things to 

remember.  You may have heard me say this too many 

times already, but any comments are due to me by 

December 19th on any alternative routes that you'd 
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like to propose or if you want to make comments on 

issues that -- or impacts that you want our office 

to study, those are due December 19th.  

The best way to stay in touch with the 

review process is to get on our project mailing 

list.  You can do that here at the front table 

tonight or you can just give me a call and I'll sign 

you up.  

All the project information is available 

on our website and at two or three public libraries 

in the immediate area and so that's a good place 

to -- a couple good places to access that 

information.  

With that, I just want to thank you all 

for your comments and good questions tonight and 

thanks for coming out and we'll be around if you 

have any additional questions.  

Thank you. 







Minnesota Department of Transportation 

Office of Land Management 
395 John Ireland Boulevard 
Saint Paul, MN 55155 

Mailstop 678 

December 19th, 2011 

Matthew Langan, State Permit Manager 
Minnesota Office of Energy Security 
85 7th Place East, Suite 500 
St. Paul, MN 55101 

Phone: 651-366-4635 
Fax: 651-366-3450 
stacv.kotch@state.mn.us 

RE: In the Matter of the Route Permit Application for the Enterprise Park to Crooked Lake 
115 kV Transmission Line Project in Anoka County 
PUC Docket No. E002ffL-11-915 

Dear Mr. Langan, 

On November 14t11
, 2011 the Minnesota Office of Energy Security (OES) issued a Notice of 

Public Information and Scoping meeting and a request for public comment on the scope of the 
environmental assessment (EA) relating to the route permit application by Great River Energy 
(GRE) for the Enterprise Park to Crooked Lake 115 kV Transmission Line Project in Anoka County. 
The Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT) has reviewed the application regarding the 
proposed project and submits the following comments in response to the Notice. 

MnDOT appreciates the opportunity to comment on the scope of the EA. MnDOT wishes 
to participate in the development of the EA so that it will contain a thorough evaluation of the 
effects various route proposals may have on the state transportation system. MnDOT's 
fundamental interest is to ensure that the EA identifies and quantifies, to the extent possible, any 
-impacts the proposed high voltage transmission line (HVTL) may have on the safety of the 
transportation system, the effectiveness of the operations or maintenance of the state trunk 
highway system and any additional costs that may be imposed on the state trunk highway fund as 
a result of the location of the proposed HVTL. 

MnDOT's approach to the HVTLs such as those involved in the GRE's proposal is to work 
to accommodate these HVTLs within or as near as feasible to the trunk highway rights of way, 
based on an evaluation of the specific locations to ensure that appropriate clearance is maintained 
to preserve the safety of the traveling public and highway workers and the effective operation of 
the highway system now and in the foreseeable future. MnDOT has adopted a formal policy and 
procedures for accommodation of utilities on the highway rights-of-way (Utility Accommodation 
Policy"). A copy of MnDOT's policy can be found at 
http://www. dot. state. mn. us/utility/files/pdf/appendix-b. pdf 
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MnDOT's policy seeks to permit utilities to occupy portions of the highway rights-of-way 
where such occupation does not put the safety of the traveling public or highway workers at risk or 
unduly impair the public's investment in the transportation system. 

A review of the route permit application shows that the proposed 115 kV transmission line 
crosses and runs parallel to trunk highway (TH) 10 in the City of Anoka. MnDOT has concerns 
about the area where the proposed line parallels the south side of the TH 1 0/ih Ave interchange. It 
is unclear from the route permit application whether the proposed HVTL will be close enough to 
occupy a portion of current MnDOT right-of-way and how it may impact the highway and its users. 

Additionally, as stated in a letter to GRE dated January 19th, 2011, there are possible future 
interchange improvements at TH 10 and Thurston Ave, access improvements as identified in the 
Interregional Corridor Management Plan (IRC CMP) on the west side of the study area and a 
possible future 6 lane freeway facility (corridor vision identified in the IRC CMP). These future plans 
may be affected by the transmission line and substation location proposals. The EA should assess 
the relationship of the placement of the proposed utility poles and the location of the highway 
activities for both the current traveled way and the future traveled way since future improvements 
to the highway may change the proximity of the proposed HVTL and make the line close enough to 
occupy a portion of the highway right-of-way. 

Highway crossings by utilities generally do not pose insurmountable difficulties in issuing a 
permit, and MnDOT routinely grants such permits to a variety of types of utilities. These permits 
usually have conditions associated with them, such as placement of the poles so that they do not 
become a physical obstruction that might be struck by an errant vehicles or block the visibility of 
traffic. MnDOT also does not permit utilities to run diagonally across intersections and prefers that 
crossings occur as close to right angles as possible. MnDOT has a long history of working with 
GRE and other utilities to establish appropriate conditions in locations where the utility seeks to 
cross a trunk highway. 

Any HVTL construction work, including delivery or storage of structures, materials or 
equipment that may affect MnDOT right of way is of concern such that MnDOT should be involved 
in planning and coordinating such activities. If work is required within MnDOT right-of-way for 
temporary or permanent access, please coordinate with Buck Craig, Metro Permits at 651-234-
7911 or Buck.Craig@state.mn.us . 
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MnDOT has a continuing interest in working with the OES to ensure that possible impacts 
to highways, airports, waterways, rail lines and the environmentally significant areas of highway 
right-of- way are adequately addressed. We appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments. 

Sincerely, 

Stacy Kotch 
Utility Transmission Route Coordinator 
Minnesota Department of Transportation 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 
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From: Schrenzel, Jamie (DNR)
To: Langan, Matthew (COMM)
Cc: Doperalski, Melissa (DNR)
Subject: FW: Anoka RTC - 2 parcels
Date: Tuesday, December 20, 2011 12:10:18 PM
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Matt,
 
I wanted to update you on the final comment in the DNR comment letter sent yesterday.  We
thought that some state land included along the Enterprise Transmission Project was possibly
administered by the DNR but our databases conflicted on that point. So I checked into it further
with the MN Department of Administration.  The response below indicates the Department of
Human Services owns the land and the Department of Administration administers the land
functions.
 
Thanks,
Jamie Schrenzel
(651) 259-5115
 

From: Faragher, Denise (ADM) 
Sent: Tuesday, December 20, 2011 10:49 AM
To: Schrenzel, Jamie (DNR)
Subject: RE: Anoka RTC - 2 parcels
 
The Department of Human Services does own the two parcels that are depicted in the string of e-
mails below.  The Dept. of Administration does administer the land functions for DHS.  Can you tell
me if there is a notice or an action item connected to your request?  
 
Denise S. Faragher
MN Dept. of Administration
(p) 651-201-2549

 

From: Schrenzel, Jamie (DNR) 
Sent: Monday, December 19, 2011 4:26 PM
To: Faragher, Denise (ADM)
Subject: Anoka RTC - 2 parcels
 
Thanks for your assistance! 
 
Jamie
 

From: Faragher, Denise (ADM) 
Sent: Monday, December 19, 2011 4:22 PM
To: Schrenzel, Jamie (DNR)
Subject: RE: PIN - Request
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I thought it would be a fairly short project, but of course it is not.  Human Services owns the
property just to the South of the 2 parcels you inquired about, but I still have not figured out who
owns the land you inquired about.    The files take up about 20 inches in my drawer and are not
labeled well, I need to look through it more.  I’ll get back to you as soon as I can.
 
Denise S. Faragher
MN Dept. of Administration
(p) 651-201-2549

 

From: Schrenzel, Jamie (DNR) 
Sent: Monday, December 19, 2011 2:39 PM
To: Faragher, Denise (ADM)
Subject: FW: PIN - Request
 
 
 

From: Doperalski, Melissa (DNR) 
Sent: Monday, December 19, 2011 11:06 AM
To: Schrenzel, Jamie (DNR)
Subject: FW: PIN - Request
 
 
 

From: Doperalski, Melissa (DNR) 
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2011 4:45 PM
To: Zoch, Jean M (DNR)
Subject: RE: PIN - Request
 
It needs to be entered in as 31-32-24-24-0001
 

From: Zoch, Jean M (DNR) 
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2011 4:28 PM
To: Doperalski, Melissa (DNR)
Subject: RE: PIN - Request
 
The county’s website is saying that the pin does not exist. I am leaving for the day so
I can check further tomorrow.
 
From: Doperalski, Melissa (DNR) 
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2011 4:20 PM
To: Zoch, Jean M (DNR)
Subject: RE: PIN - Request
 
This is what Anoka Counties website says…nothing much of help here that I can pick up on but
you are used to looking at this info so maybe it will make more sense to you.
https://prtinfo.co.anoka.mn.us/(ibejla32mkpc3ovz0y5heg55)/search.aspx
 
 

From: Zoch, Jean M (DNR) 
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2011 4:11 PM

https://prtinfo.co.anoka.mn.us/(ibejla32mkpc3ovz0y5heg55)/%20http:/gis.anokacountymn.gov/#PARCELS~PIN2='31-32-24-24-0001'
https://prtinfo.co.anoka.mn.us/(ibejla32mkpc3ovz0y5heg55)/search.aspx


To: Doperalski, Melissa (DNR)
Subject: RE: PIN - Request
 
The land records doesn’t show that DNR has land in that area. I wonder why on
landview when clicking on the parcel it show DNR owned land. The overlay layers in
landview is not indicating that it is owned by DNR. I think I am confused too. I wonder
if checking with the county’s website would help.
 
From: Doperalski, Melissa (DNR) 
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2011 3:38 PM
To: Zoch, Jean M (DNR)
Subject: RE: PIN - Request
 
This is why I am confused????
 

 

From: Zoch, Jean M (DNR) 
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2011 3:35 PM
To: Doperalski, Melissa (DNR)
Subject: RE: PIN - Request
 
Melissa,
DNR does not own any land in Section 31.
 
Jean
 
From: Doperalski, Melissa (DNR) 



Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2011 3:07 PM
To: Zoch, Jean M (DNR)
Subject: PIN - Request
 
I have two parcels that are identified on the Twin Cities Metro Parcels layer as State of
Minnesota property – owned by the DNR.  I can’t find on any other layers though which Division
is in charge with the management/ownership of these parcels.
 
Both parcels are located in Anoka County, T32, R24, Sec 31
 
PINs
003-313224240001
003-313224230001
 
This is for a Route Permit / EA review for the Enterprise Park 115 kV Project.
 

 
Melissa Doperalski
Region 3 Environmental Assessment Ecologist
Department of Natural Resources
651.259.5738
melissa.doperalski@state.mn.us
 
 

mailto:melissa.doperalski@state.mn.us















