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From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Dunn Wed Aug 1 17:59:53 2012 E002/TL-11-948
Date: Wednesday, August 01, 2012 5:59:57 PM


This public comment has been sent via the form at:
mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities/publicComments.html


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


Project Name: SWTC Scott County-Bluff Creek-Westgate 69 kV to 115 kV Transmission Line Upgrade


Docket number: E002/TL-11-948


User Name: Dianne Dunn


County: Hennepin County


City: Minnetonka


Email: ddunn02@msn.com


Phone:


Impact:  I have a real concern about power stations in residential neighborhoods and believe the
majority of voters have valid objections.


I'm sure that comercial properties would be more expensive and would impact more people in the short
run. 


The enviroment around lakes, wetlands and wildlife must be considered.


Property values Will be affected and in turn tax revenue. (and not to the positive)


Mitigation: Hwy 7 where the old k mart is


Submission date: Wed Aug  1 17:59:53 2012


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:david.birkholz@state.mn.us






CITY OF EXCELSIOR 


 


 


 
 
July 31, 2012 
 


Mr. David Birkholz 
State Permit Manager 
Minnesota Office of Energy Security 


85 7th Place East, Suite 500 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-2198 


 
Re:  Excelsior Substation Upgrades, PUC Docket Nos. 11-948 and 11-332 


 
Dear Mr. Birkholz: 
 


Xcel Energy is proposing an upgrade of the Excelsior substation as part of the 
construction of a new 115kV transmission line.  It is anticipated based on materials 


presented by Xcel Energy to date that there will be potential impacts to the City 
and its residents.  The Excelsior City Council requests that all available options and 
alternatives for reducing or eliminating such impacts be considered and evaluated 


through the Environmental Assessment Process.   
 


The City of Excelsior has the following comments and questions regarding the 
upgrade of the Excelsior substation: 


 Identify and assess the visual impacts of the substation and identify all 
practicable methods to limit or reduce the height of the new facility. 


 
 Identify and assess all practicable methods to screen, disguise, camouflage 


or otherwise remove the substation from general view. 


 


 Identify and assess any noise impacts.  Will the substation generate or emit 
a hum or other sounds that may have an impact on the surrounding area? 


We look forward to your assessment of the environmental impacts of this project 
and will assist you in any way possible.  If you have any questions, please feel free 


to contact me at 952-653-3672. 


Sincerely, 


 
Kristi Luger 
City Manager  


339 THIRD STREET 
EXCELSIOR, MINNESOTA 55331 


TEL: 952-474-5233 
FAX: 952-474-6300 


www.ci.excelsior.mn.us 








Xcel Energy Scott County to 
Westgate 115kV Upgrades 


Certificate of Need ConsiderationsCertificate of Need Considerations


Submitted by Tom Fletcher
fl htfletcher@aexcom.com


952‐224‐5550







Local Substation DemandLocal Substation Demand


EXCELSIOR DEEPHAVENEXCELSIOR
• 2004  17.03 MW
• 2010 12.20 MW


DEEPHAVEN
• 2004  42.87 MW
• 2010 41.00 MW2010  12.20 MW 2010  41.00 MW







Xcel Provided Optionsp
Option 1


• New 115 kV transmission


Option 2


• Transformer and conductorNew 115 kV transmission 
line


• $26.1 million initial cost
2014 $ 000096 kWh


Transformer and conductor 
upgrades


• $15.0 million initial cost
2014 $ 000055 kWh• 2014 $.000096 per kWh 


cost
• $185,000 /MW Net Present 


• 2014 $.000055 per kWh 
cost


• $180,000 / MW Net Present 
Value Cost


• 200 MW of additional 
capability


Value Cost
• 168 MW of additional 


capabilitycapability
• 115 kV redundancy


capability
• No 115 kV redundancy as 


proposed







Additional ConsiderationsAdditional Considerations


• The existing 69kV transmission line capacityThe existing 69kV transmission line capacity 
can be increased by 16.5% from 53.2 MVA to 
62 MVA with easy substation equipment 
upgrades and .3 miles of transmission 
conductor upgrades.


• The South Lake Minnetonka Area is typically 
fully developed.


• 2011 actual substation load was 3.6% lower 
than forecasted.













  www.greenwoodmn.com


	  


	  


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
August 1, 2012 


 


David Birkholz, State Permit Manager 
Minnesota Office of Energy Security 
85 7th Place East, Suite 500 
St. Paul, Minnesota, 55101-2198 
david.birkholz@state.mn.us 


 


Dear Mr. Birkholz: 


In Greenwood’s resolution 14-12 dated June 6, 2012 regarding Xcel Energy’s Westgate 115kV 
transmission line route permit application on Docket 11-948, we requested that the Public Utilities 
Commission require Xcel Energy to provide cost and reliability information for burying the 115kV 
transmission line along the LRT trail in Greenwood. At the scoping meeting on July 18 you indicated 
that Xcel would probably not be asked to provide the cost for a buried line option because there had not 
been a request for burying the line at a specific location. 


I would accordingly like to reaffirm the city of Greenwood’s request that Xcel be required to provide the 
cost of burying the proposed transmission line starting at Linwood Circle at the east end of Greenwood 
and continuing to just short of the St Alban’s Bay bridge at the west end of Greenwood. It would seem 
that the LRT trail would be a relatively cost-effective place to install buried cable because it is a linear 
crushed rock trail with limited grade crossings and potentially lower than normal underground utility 
conflicts. Without site-specific cost information it is not possible to properly evaluate the buried cable 
option along this local and regional resource. 


The city of Greenwood appreciates your efforts on this project as you try to balance multiple interests. 


 
Sincerely, 


 
Debra J. Kind 
Mayor, City of Greenwood 
 
 








From: Judy Gregg
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Scott County-Westgate 69kV-115 Transmission Project
Date: Monday, July 30, 2012 8:31:17 PM


Dear Mr. Birkholz,
 
I am writing to submit my comments and suggestions regarding the above project that
as proposed will be coming through my neighborhood.
 
I believe there are several reasons why this route is a poor choice:
 


·         Increasing the electrical output through neighborhoods is potentially
detrimental to the health of residents.


·         Both of the power stations included in the plan are near elementary schools and
could again be detrimental to the health of the students.


·         Part of the plan runs along the trail currently used by hundreds on a weekly
basis and would degrade the quality of the trail system.


·         The effects of high doses of EMF's are beginning to affect the health of
individuals with compromised immune systems. As a case in point, a dear friend
who has chronic leukemia recently has been affected by EMF's and can no
longer live in her own home due to the bombardment of electrical energy. She
needs to stay outside during the day and away from wifi, computers…really
anything electrical in order for her body to clear enough so she can spend the
night inside. I believe that as part of this consideration…the long term affects
on the health of our population needs to be addressed.


 
My opinion is to pick a route that is of lowest impact to human health and quality of
the neighborhoods.
 
Thank you,
 
Judy Gregg
21280 Minnetonka Blvd
Excelsior, MN 55331
 
 



mailto:amelia@mm.com

mailto:david.birkholz@state.mn.us






From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Hoffmann Wed Jul 18 23:02:47 2012 E002/TL-11-948
Date: Wednesday, July 18, 2012 11:02:52 PM


This public comment has been sent via the form at:
mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities/publicComments.html


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


Project Name: SWTC Scott County-Bluff Creek-Westgate 69 kV to 115 kV Transmission Line Upgrade


Docket number: E002/TL-11-948


User Name: Cindy Hoffmann


County:


City: Eden Prairie


Email: crkottschade@hotmail.com


Phone:


Impact:  I live along Segment 9.  I am against the proposal to rebuild this transmission line.  The
current poles are already within 30 ft of homes all long Duck Lake Road.  It is dangerous to think
people will be living this close to 115kv lines. This is a residential area that has been built up.  There is
no room for an up grade without the high power lines being right on top of the homes.  And the new,
bigger poles will be in a person's front yard, along their driveway and sidewalk.  There are health risk
associated with powerlines and now you are considering upgrading to 115kv lines right over people's
homes.  


Furthermore, the home values in this area of Eden Prairie have been more severely depressed because
of the recession. By rebuilding these lines, other people may gain more consistent energy, but at the
expense of our home values.  I purposely did not buy a house that was right next to high-power lines. 
But now you are going to build it and it will further depress the value of my home and my neighbors.


Mitigation: Duck Lake Road is a residential area.  If the lines have to be upgraded, then put them along
County Roads or Highways....not along random residential streets.  There is a transmission line further
east (Line 0782) that the 115kv could be tied into. This is already a high-power transmission line. I
proposed tying into this line in order to get to Westgate substation


Submission date: Wed Jul 18 23:02:47 2012


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:david.birkholz@state.mn.us






From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Hollenhorst Wed Aug 1 20:24:57 2012 E002/TL-11-948
Date: Wednesday, August 01, 2012 8:25:00 PM


This public comment has been sent via the form at:
mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities/publicComments.html


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


Project Name: SWTC Scott County-Bluff Creek-Westgate 69 kV to 115 kV Transmission Line Upgrade


Docket number: E002/TL-11-948


User Name: Bonnie Hollenhorst


County: Hennepin County


City: Deephaven


Email: bonniehollenhorst@yahoo.com


Phone: 952-484-6099


Impact:  Two things:  the power lines situated along the bike/walk path is getting way too big for this
pristine residential neighborhood.  Also, the substation located across from Deephaven Elementary
School is already massive.  I cannot imagine another 70 feet added on.


PLEASE look into moving both the power lines -- run them down Hwy 101 and then run them down
Highway 7 out towards the west.  Also please relocate the substation to some industrial type area. How
about the old KMart parking lot?  Someplace where it is not located right in a neighborhood and not
across from a school!


Thank you,


Bonnie


Mitigation:


Submission date: Wed Aug  1 20:24:57 2012


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:david.birkholz@state.mn.us






From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Johnson Wed Aug 1 22:52:02 2012 E002/TL-11-948
Date: Wednesday, August 01, 2012 10:52:07 PM


This public comment has been sent via the form at:
mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities/publicComments.html


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


Project Name: SWTC Scott County-Bluff Creek-Westgate 69 kV to 115 kV Transmission Line Upgrade


Docket number: E002/TL-11-948


User Name: Laura Johnson


County: Hennepin County


City: Minnetonka


Email: cns10laura@aol.com


Phone: 612 730-6728


Impact:  While I understand the need to update current equipment, I would like to ask that this
equipment not be located in our immediate residential area, but moved to more industrial areas that
have been proposed as alternative sites.  Thank you for your serious and balanced consideration of this
matter.


Mitigation: See above.


Submission date: Wed Aug  1 22:52:02 2012


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:david.birkholz@state.mn.us






From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Kuster Wed Aug 1 19:47:29 2012 E002/TL-11-948
Date: Wednesday, August 01, 2012 7:47:33 PM


This public comment has been sent via the form at:
mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities/publicComments.html


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


Project Name: SWTC Scott County-Bluff Creek-Westgate 69 kV to 115 kV Transmission Line Upgrade


Docket number: E002/TL-11-948


User Name: Carol  Kuster


County: Hennepin County


City: Deephaven


Email: ckuster@mchsi.com


Phone: 952-475-9070


Impact:  I am writing to request that the proposed power line and substation enlargements be moved
to the Highway 7 corridor and out of the residential neighborhoods. The beauty, safety, and value of
these neighborhoods would be permanently diminished by Xcel's current proposal to enlarge the existing
substation and transmission poles.


Mitigation: I strongly support an alternate plan to relocate this route to the industrial/commercial
corridor along Highway 7.


Submission date: Wed Aug  1 19:47:29 2012


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:david.birkholz@state.mn.us






From: Catherine Langer
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: SWTC Scott County-Bluff Creek-Westgate 69 kV to 115 kV Transmission Line Upgrade
Date: Wednesday, August 01, 2012 7:21:06 PM


Hi David, 


I live on 18215 Jonathan Circle in Minnetonka and Deephaven is my child's school.  
My husband and myself oppose the building expansion for Xcel energy.  We would 
rather see this expansion be somewhere more industrial and not in a residential 
neighborhood and definitely not across from children.  I think this is unsafe.  There is 
no room for such large polls down Sparrow Road.  This road is already unsafe and 
needs a sidewalk.  To add large polls not only brings the neighborhood value down 
making it an undesirable neighborhood to live in, we just simply do not have room.  
Most importantly, there are also studies that show increase exposure to power-lines, 
EMF's and radiation can cause considerable health effects among children and adults 
but especially children.  There just has to be another alternative. 


Please consider another location.


Thank you kindly for your consideration.
Catherine & Michael Langer



mailto:catlanger@ommotion.com

mailto:david.birkholz@state.mn.us






From: Gladys Laughlin
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Cc: Gladys Laughlin
Subject: re: Deephaven/Greenwood power line to Hwy 7 etc.
Date: Tuesday, July 24, 2012 10:43:12 AM


I would like to refer to the letter you received from Kathleen and James Robertson.  I am in
full agreement withevery thing stated in their letter.  This is of great concern to myself and
my
neighbors. This is a beautiful area , and my friends have said to me in the fall "this area is so
beautiful we don't have to travel north to enjoy the fall colors".
 
                                                       
Sincerely,
 
Gladys Laughlin
952 470 678
 
 
 



mailto:gladyator1220@yahoo.com

mailto:david.birkholz@state.mn.us

mailto:gladyator1220@yahoo.com






From: Michele Lesmeister
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Transmission Line Upgrade plans
Date: Wednesday, August 01, 2012 3:59:55 PM


Dear Mr. Birkholz,


As a Minnetonka resident I would like to voice my support for the alternate Transmission Line Upgrade
plan that does not run along Vinehill Road. I believe the alternate plan that runs along Hwy 7 is a better
plan and I would like you strongly consider this as a option for our community.


Thank you,
Michele Lesmeister



mailto:mlesmeister@me.com

mailto:david.birkholz@state.mn.us















From: Randy P. Moroney
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Power line upgrade project
Date: Saturday, July 21, 2012 9:14:06 PM


David:


I was unable to attend last Wednesday's meeting on the power transmission line upgrade so am
emailing you as an alternative.  This is in reference to the converting from 115/69kV to 115/115kV
between Scott County Substation to Structure #57 north of Bluff Creek Substation.


-    Please confirm that this section of the project will be re-using existing structure or will there be a
need to install steel poles in place of the existing wood ones?


-    If new poles are installed, can they be installed in the same location as the existing ones?


-       Can the tree clearing width side to side remain the same or will it need to increase?
-       Can the height of the lines be elevated so the residual electro-magnetic resonance within our
yards / homes is equivalent or less than it is now?
-       Following the work, is Xcel responsible to restore our yards back to their original condition prior to
the construction?
-       Whose yard / driveway do they need to use to access the work areas.?


Thanks in advance,


Randy Moroney


8384 Stone Creek Drive


Chanhassen, MN 55317


952-975-3870


[CONFIDENTIALITY AND PRIVACY NOTICE] Information transmitted by this email is proprietary to ILT
and is intended for use only by the individual or entity to which it is addressed, and may contain
information that is private, privileged, confidential or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you
are not the intended recipient or it appears that this mail has been forwarded to you without proper
authority, you are notified that any use or dissemination of this information in any manner is strictly
prohibited. In such cases, please delete this mail from your records.



mailto:randall.moroney@iltinc.com

mailto:david.birkholz@state.mn.us






From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: OMalley Wed Aug 1 13:57:06 2012 E002/TL-11-948
Date: Wednesday, August 01, 2012 1:57:47 PM


This public comment has been sent via the form at:
mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities/publicComments.html


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


Project Name: SWTC Scott County-Bluff Creek-Westgate 69 kV to 115 kV Transmission Line Upgrade


Docket number: E002/TL-11-948


User Name: mary anne OMalley


County: Hennepin County


City: Deephaven


Email: maomalley@att.net


Phone:


Impact:  We are so disappointed that you are even considering enlarging


the transfer station in the middle of our community.  The only


option is putting the lines along Hwy 7 and building the transfer


station at 101 and HWY 7. 


Mitigation:


Submission date: Wed Aug  1 13:57:06 2012


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:david.birkholz@state.mn.us






From: Jerry Ohm
To: staff, cao (PUC)
Cc: tricia.debleecdere@state.mn.us; Birkholz, David (COMM); timothy.g.rogers@xcelenergy.com
Subject: PUC Docket Nos. 11-948 or 11-332
Date: Tuesday, July 31, 2012 11:53:39 PM


We live on Valley View Road (segment 10) of the proposed 69 kV to 115 kV Scott County to Westgate
transmission upgrade project.
 
We reject the proposed upgrade as it impacts us and the other residents on Valley View Road.  Our
single family home is located only 39.1 feet from the existing power lines.  We are already concerned
about the health risks of living so close to the power lines without having the EMF increased to the
proposed 115/115kV. 
 
Furthermore, this is an established, not a growing residential neighborhood in which the existing power
lines should actually be removed, not increased in size and EMF.  The visual impact alone will negatively
impact our property values.
 
No matter what the monetary cost, the right-of-ways as they relate to Valley View Road need to be re-
designed to bypass this residential area, preferably re-routing it down Highway 5 rather than cutting
through a residential area and impacting the health and property values of so many residents.
 
Jerry and Peggy Ohm



mailto:jerry.ohm@jeoarch.com

mailto:consumer.puc@state.mn.us

mailto:tricia.debleecdere@state.mn.us

mailto:david.birkholz@state.mn.us

mailto:timothy.g.rogers@xcelenergy.com






PUC DOCKET Nos. 11-948 or 11-332   


Page 1 of 3 
 


Scott County – Westgate 115kv Upgrade Project 
 


Request for Alternative Route – July 31, 2012 
Xcel Energy 69kV Line #0734 – Segment #3 


 
Currently Xcel Energy 69kV line #0734 – Segment #3 begins on Highway 7 and runs 
south on Highway 41 past Minnetonka Middle School West.  Instead of continuing down 
41, the lines divert over Brendan Pond (with one pole directly in the middle of the pond) 
and suspend across several neighborhoods including Highover, Brendan, Lake Harrison, 
and Long Acres.   
 
We (undersigned) request a review of this power line route.  We strongly suggest the 
lines should continue down Highway 41 instead of straying off the highway through 
these residential areas.  The lines south of Minnetonka Middle School West should 
follow Highway 41 until they reach Highway 5 to join Segment 2 of Line #0734. 
 
The benefits of rerouting the lines out to Highway 41 are numerous: 
 


1. Better Access to Power Lines:  Xcel would have direct access to power lines for 
maintenance and repairs of the lines without disruption to the private 
homeowners. 


 
2. Better Access to Trees:  Today with the numerous easements through the private 


neighborhoods, Xcel needs to enter private yards to maintain and trim the trees 
impacting the lines. Moving the lines to 41 avoids this invasion into private yards 
and also helps Xcel to have direct access to the tree line for trimming. 


 
3. Highway 41 Ready:  Recently Chanhassen crews cleared all trees for a bike path  


 
4. Remove Health Concerns:  Today the power lines run over private yards and 


residence where children play and sleep in many cases within feet of these high 
power lines.  Moving lines to Highway 41 away from private residences remove 
health concerns.  Increasing the power lines over these homes only increases 
health concerns. 


 
5. Restore and Protect Brendan Pond:  Removing the pole from Brendan Pond 


restores the natural beauty and protection to the fish and birds living in/near 
this pond. 


 
6. Now is the Time:  Since the work has been slated and budgeted – this is a perfect 


time to fix the location of these lines.  These lines should have stayed on 
Highway 41 at the time of initial installation, let’s move these lines and keep our 
neighborhoods safe. 


 







PUC DOCKET Nos. 11-948 or 11-332   


Page 2 of 3 
 


Thank you for considering this proposal. 
Sincerely - 
 
Holly and Bruce Olson 
2432 Lake Lucy Road 
Chanhassen, MN  55317 
952-470-2248 
 
Marc and Wendy Terris 
2358 Highover Trail 
Chanhassen, MN  55317 
952-406-1717 
 
Jon and Ingrid Steele 
6941 Highover Court North 
Chanhassen, MN  55317 
952-401-0044 
 
Tom and Jessica Miller 
2444 Lake Lucy Road 
Chanhassen, MN  55317 
952-470-7340 
 
Ken and Lisa Peitz 
6811 Highover Drive 
Chanhassen, MN  55317 
952-401-3764 
 
Paul & Natalia Sander     
2363 Highover Trail 
Chanhassen, MN  55317 
 
Seth & Pam Kneller         
2378 Highover Trail 
Chanhassen, MN  55317 
 
Steve & Teri Pullen          
2383 Highover Trail 
Chanhassen, MN  55317 
 
Mike & Michelle Rose    
2368 Highover Trail 
Chanhassen, MN  55317 
 







PUC DOCKET Nos. 11-948 or 11-332   


Page 3 of 3 
 


Bob & Kelli Pederson      
2388 Highover Trail 
Chanhassen, MN  55317 
 
Mike & Jean Moore         
2353 Highover Trail 
Chanhassen, MN  55317 
 
Todd & Patti Michaels 
2436 Highover Trail 
Chanhassen, MN 55317 
952-401-9372 
 
Jim & Marcy Wicka 
6971 Highover Court North 
Chanhassen, MN  55317 
952-474-8070 
 
Dick Glover 
2357 Fawn Hill Court 
Chanhassen, MN  55317 
952-474-8418 
 
 
 








From: Dayton Reardan [mailto:Dayton@Reardan.org]  
Sent: Sunday, April 08, 2012 2:28 PM 
To: Pile, Deborah (COMM) 
Cc: Eknes, Bret (PUC); Timothy.G.Rogers@xcelenergy.com; 'Kristy Reardan' 
Subject: Excelsior Transmission Line Upgrade 
 
Dear Deborah:  I support this upgrade to ensure reliable and sufficient service to our area.  In addition, I 
put in 5.72 KW roof top solar on my house last year.  So I am doing my part.  Please support this activity 
from Xcel. Can you add me to your mailing, or email list to be kept informed.   Thanks, Dayton 
 
 
Dayton Reardan 
22345 Bracketts Road 
Shorewood, MN USA 55331 
Telephone: 952-474-9628 
FAX:  952-474-9629 
E-mail: Dayton@Reardan.org  
Web: www.reardan.org  
 
 
 



mailto:Dayton@Reardan.org�

mailto:Timothy.G.Rogers@xcelenergy.com�

mailto:Dayton@Reardan.org�

http://www.reardan.org/�



		From: Dayton Reardan [mailto:Dayton@Reardan.org]  Sent: Sunday, April 08, 2012 2:28 PM To: Pile, Deborah (COMM) Cc: Eknes, Bret (PUC); Timothy.G.Rogers@xcelenergy.com; 'Kristy Reardan' Subject: Excelsior Transmission Line Upgrade






From: Alice Reimann <alice.reimann@gmail com>


To: Bill Darusmont <wd40k@aol.com>


Subject: STATEMENT:


Date: Mon, Ju130, 2012 11:24 am


http://mail.aol.col.;.v'.:-;()':\·, ,L ila;,j· v/en-us/mail/PrintMessage.aspxSTATEMENT:


STATEMENT:


We/I, think the environmental impact from the lake as well as wildlife impact is extremely negative both from a
visual standpoint as well as human/wildlife standpoint. Anyone, on foot, bike or boat going along the Minnetonka
Boulevard route, would see the impact these enormous eye sores make. Truly, the lake will lose the "country" feel.
Please consider the wild, natural look ,fro the lake itself should these poles be seen towering above tree lines and
paths ...creating a monstrous human impact on quiet community of walkers, boaters, bikers, trails, wildlife and
residents. There are also concerns about 1'lectromagnetiC fields (again, environment) and the impact those fields
have on humans, the water and wildlife, e c. Naturally, we also consider the views and value of our homes in
support of looking at alternative routing.


In addition, eight towns are working to turn the lake into more of a resort area. Anything that can be done to make
that project better should be done for the c1mmunities.


Please consider a more commercial route: Hwy 7 to 101-back to Vinehill, OR the Hwy 7 to Vinehill route, rather
than the Minnetonka Boulevard-water/bike/people walking, residential route.


2.\QSS- Jlt\tJ~L'O)J~ ~<...\)1>
CS-~',~ ~ \'J\ \.) S:S'33 (


. "\'\ ~ TvvJ:t,::J)~V


f!?~-f;!~~--'21- ~ S~~I
~.11r. ~~r O~-S-· __·RY-,---._-


~~~tit:;jrlf:,o~ ~~_~2~ -


Sincerely,


'C!"-djl1 L. LJr I J 14 m.5
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From: Alice Reimann <alice.reimann@gmail.com>


To: Bill Oarusmont <wd40k@aol.com>


Subject: STATEMENT:


Date: Mon, Jul30, 2012 11:24 am


http://mail.aol.com/36786-11l/aol-6/ en-us/mail/PrintMessage.aspxSTATEMENT:


STATEMENT:


Well, think the environmental impact fro"] the lake as well as wildlife impact is extremely negative both from a
visual standpoint as well as human/wildlife ~tandpoint. Anyone, on foot, bike or boat going along the Minnetonka
Boulevard route, would see the impact these enormous eye sores make. Truly, the lake will lose the "country" feel.
Please consider the wild, natural look , fro~ the lake itself should these poles be seen towering above tree lines and
paths ...creating a monstrous human impact on quiet community of walkers, boaters, bikers, trails, wildlife and
residents. There are also concerns aboutlectromagnetic fields (again, environment) and the impact those fields
have on humans, the water and wildlife, etc. Naturally, we also consider the views and value of our homes in
support of looking at alternative routing.


In addition, eight towns are working to turn he lake into more of a resort area. Anything that can be done to make
that project better should be done for the c 'mmunities.


Please consider a more commercial route: Hwy 7 to tot-back to Vinehill, OR the Hwy 7 to Vinehill route, rather
than the Minnetonka Boulevard-water/bike/people walking, residential route.


Sincerely, I
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From: Tracie Reynolds
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Cc: jreynolds@basicmedium.com
Subject: Deephaven Substation
Date: Monday, July 30, 2012 10:27:41 AM


Dear David,


Our family owns the property adjacent to the Deephaven substation at 19000 Ridgewood Rd. I
understand through numerous communications that
the said substation will potentially undergo substantial upgrades and expansion. I write to ask that you
consider a few items in your process of exploration with this proposed Xcel project.


First, I would suggest serious investigation into moving the station closer to Highway 7 along VineHill
Road.  This option could potentially give Xcel more flexibility in design, updating and perhaps "disguise"
it better into the landscape and surrounding population.


Second, if the existing substation is indeed updated/expanded-I would strongly suggest that a noise
barrier/wall/or equivalent around the station be considered. The constant hum that we endure is
difficult. Deephaven elementary school is directly across the street and is also affected.


Thank you David for considering these simple but impactful items that we as neighbors to the
Deephaven Substation deal with on a daily basis.


Sincerely,


Tracie Reynolds
19000 Ridgewood Rd
Deephaven, MN 55391


952 401-7882



mailto:tracie.reynolds4@gmail.com

mailto:david.birkholz@state.mn.us

mailto:jreynolds@basicmedium.com






From: Scott Sandstrom
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: SWTC Scott County-Bluff Creek-Westgate 69 kV to 115 kV Transmission Line Upgrade
Date: Wednesday, August 01, 2012 9:33:38 PM


Greetings Mr. Birkholz,
 
I attended the public information meeting at Minnetonka HS and had a conversation with Tim
Rogers, after the meeting had ended, voicing my support for re-routing the Excelsior-Deephaven-
Minnetonka portion of the HV line to follow the State Highway 7 right-of-way and relocating the
Deephaven substation somewhere along that corridor. 
 
Tim had told me, back in February, that there were no siting options for relocating the Deephaven
substation along Hwy 7.  I did some research and discovered an ~2 acre wooded plot of state-
owned land, at the south side of the intersection of Hwy 7 and Vine Hill Road, where the MN-DOT
has a Park-and-Ride lot, next to the Ashland Rapid Oil Change facility (PID=2511723410010).  The
southern 3/4ths of this state-owned lot is fenced-off and empty, which would be more than
adequate space to re-locate the Deephaven substation into an industrial corridor, where it
belongs.  Tim acknowledged, after the meeting, about not being aware of this potential site.  
 
This relocation would appease the discontent from homeowners along the existing route, adjacent
to the regional trail.  Now that the regional trail corridor is no longer used for train traffic – the
presence of HV transmission lines running through the middle of a residential neighborhood is out
of character.  I have been a Deephaven resident for ~5 years, living about 2 blocks south of the
substation, and have always considered this Xcel facility, and the HV transmission lines which run
through Greenwood and Cottagewood along the trail, to be eyesores which don’t belong in a
residential neighborhood. 
 
Expanding the footprint of the Deephaven substation by ~50%, to accommodate the added
equipment for the 115kV upgrade, would make the facility even more obtrusive.  We have heard
complaints from the neighbors who live directly adjacent to the substation (just across the trail),
regarding the transformer buzzing noises that the equipment generates. 
 
Relocating the substation to the Hwy 7 corridor would eliminate the issues of the HV lines running
directly over the north end of the school parking lot, where parents drop-off their kids – the
proximity of which I voiced my concerns during the public meeting.  Granted, there are no
substantiated reports of power-line EMF causing health problems in the U.S., but other countries
around the world are giving great consideration to avoiding long-term exposure to the E-H fields
caused by HV transmission lines.  An added benefit, which was mentioned by another public
comment at the meeting, would be freeing up the land at the existing substation location, for
potential use by the Deephaven elementary school – which has continuous
traffic/congestion/parking issues. 
 
Please take my suggestions into consideration. 
 
Sincerely,



mailto:scotts@tmirep.com

mailto:david.birkholz@state.mn.us





 
Scott Sandstrom
18995 Eastwood Drive
Deephaven, MN  55331
ssandstrom@mchsi.com 
952-513-8870 - home
612-701-2495 - mobile
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PUBLIC COMMENT - JULY 18, 2012 - 2:00 P.M. and 6:00 P.M.


STATE OF MINNESOTA


 PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION


In the Matters of the Applications for a 
Route Permit and Certificate of Need 
for the Scott County-Westgate 69 kV to 115 kV 
Transmission Upgrade Project 


MPUC DOCKET NOs. E002/TL-11-948 
       E002/CN-11-332 


Minnetonka High School 
Forum Room 


18301 Highway 7 
Minnetonka, MN 


JULY 18, 2012 
AFTERNOON AND EVENING SESSIONS
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(Afternoon session, 2:00 p.m.) 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I think that we can just 


begin, then, if you would, please, with Nick Ruehl.  


MR. NICK RUEHL:  My comments were going 


to be more on -- it's not really an environmental 


issue at this moment in time, we're more on the need 


side. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's okay.  Yeah.  The 


reminder is that we are actually running two dual 


processes here simultaneously.  And the 


environmental report, for a certificate of need we 


would do an environmental report, for a route we 


would normally do an environmental assessment.  We 


are combining the two reports into one and so we'll 


do assessments of alternatives for everything. 


MR. NICK RUEHL:  My name is Nick Ruehl, 


R-U-E-H-L.  I'm the mayor of Excelsior.  And I have 


just limited comments today.  


And primarily it revolves around the 


concern for having adequate, reliable power for both 


our residences as well as our businesses.  It's just 


very, very critical that we stay current and look to 


the future with additional redevelopment that we're 


contemplating in the city and that the whole of the 


network is strong and reliable because our 







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


SHADDIX & ASSOCIATES  (952)888-7687  (800)952-0163


4


businesses and our residents rely very, very 


specifically on power for our lives.  


So the distribution system ought to be 


efficient, cost effective, it ought to respond to as 


many environmental needs as we have, but I can't 


reiterate enough that we do have a need for reliable 


power.  Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Chris Geller.  


MR. CHRIS GELLER:  I'll wait. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Please come up.


MR. CHRIS GELLER:  My questions have 


pretty much been addressed. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  Well, okay.  If you 


don't -- if it's okay, or if you have questions that 


might help everybody else, feel free, but if you 


have further comments, of course, you can make them 


as you go along. 


Paula Evanich.  And I'll give you the 


opportunity to pronounce your name correctly when 


you get here.  


MS. PAULA EVANICH:  My name is Paula 


Evanich, E-V-A-N-I-C-H.  And I think I've already 


corresponded with you via the Internet.  


My property abuts the current former 


trail, and so I'm very concerned about the placement 
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of this line.  I understand the need and I support 


the process going forward.  I have a couple 


questions and then I have to leave to go pick my 


grandson up.  


I want to know that if the Highway 7 


alternate route is chosen, which I fully support 


doing that, where does the transmission line then 


join segment 67 as it comes back up to where the LRT 


line is?  Is it right along the Highway 7 juncture 


where the roads meet?  That would be my preference, 


instead of going along the current line, route it 


around 7, go up Highway 101 along commercial 


property lines.  


My property abuts the current former 


trail, the current power poles are across the trail 


from my house, and you've assured me that they will 


stay in that location.  However, those of us who 


live in this community know the beautiful forested 


nature of our residential communities and would 


really like to see minimal removal of vegetation and 


the beautiful trees that we have.  


But I'm also a teacher, my kids went to 


Deephaven Elementary, I work in another elementary 


school, and I'm greatly concerned about increasing 


the size of the substation right across from 
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Deephaven Elementary.  I don't know what fields are, 


the size of that.  And when we have public 


gatherings at the schools, the parking is already 


very limited along these main roads where schools 


are located, and that's probably going to take away 


more parking.  It's a problem already.  But, again, 


a big concern for where this route is going to take 


us.  


You can see on the map my house is right 


on the line.  I know we need this to happen, so I'm 


really proposing the alternate route along Highway 7 


up 101, if that's one of the possible choices.  I'd 


rather have the commercial area than along a 


residential.  


Thank you very much.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thanks.  Yeah, in case 


you're not familiar, the application did include the 


fact that Xcel Energy has reviewed an alternative 


along Highway 7.  They did not include it in their 


application, as part of the application, they gave 


the one proposal as their proposal.  However, that 


may well come out as an alternative that we'll look 


at in the environmental assessment regardless, and 


will be entered into the record so that we can do a 


comparative analysis of one against the other to 
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see -- just to do a thorough analysis of what the 


impacts would be and what might be the best or 


better of possible alternatives.  


James Robertson.  


MR. JAMES ROBERTSON:  Hi.  James 


Robertson, R-0-B-E-R-T-S-0-N, Deephaven, a resident 


and president of the homeowners association where I 


live, but I'm speaking on my own personal account.  


Really, just a couple of questions, if 


that's appropriate.  So, number one, really to 


understand the need, of future need, and giving us 


the energy and services that we will need in the 


future.  And I really appreciate the process as 


well.  


My question is how -- on what criteria 


the decision is going to be taken.  So you spoke, 


David, about the best and the least impact.  So I 


don't know if you could maybe just elaborate a 


little bit more on what that means.  


My second question, I think you've 


answered it, but I was going to ask the question if 


you are going to do or include the alternative route 


in your environmental assessment, but I think you've 


answered that.  


Thank you.  
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Sure.  I'll try to answer 


that, and then if you have a follow-up, feel free to 


come back.  But, yeah, at this time we haven't 


closed out any opportunities for alternatives to 


look at.  That's where we're at.  But, again, we're 


at step one.  Let's find out what are the options 


that we can review.  This is a day to open ideas.  


The scope is the end of that process 


where we close off and say these are the ones that 


are going to be done.  I believe it is in this 


document, here, in this handout for the 


environmental assessment scoping document.  Again, I 


told you, this doesn't look like exactly what a 


scoping document will look like, but this gives you 


the concept of what we're trying to do with it.  And 


this, on page 5, it begins, under certificate of 


need and the HVTL route permit, it explains the 


kinds of options that we're looking at, the kinds of 


things that we're going to be looking at.  And then 


the reference to the rules, the Minnesota rules that 


say here's a list of things that for a certificate 


of need you need to ask and look at.  And there's an 


equal number, at least, for routing, that says these 


are the things you need to look at.  


The thing the rule doesn't do is say 
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which one of these is the most important.  And that 


comes down to a process of doing the best analysis 


and comparison we can, and in the end it comes down 


to the comments that come from people.  And in the 


ultimate sense, it comes down to the deliberation 


and the sense of the Public Utilities Commission in 


the end.  Because it's a difficult job that we all 


have to put this all together as a record, but it's 


a job that I never want, to sit at the end of the 


road on the Commission and say this is the final 


spot of where it's going to go along the road.  So 


thankfully that's not part of my job.  I'm thankful 


for that, and I'm sure I could find others that join 


me in that thinking.  But I think that addressed 


your question. 


MR. JAMES ROBERTSON:  It did.  I was 


interested in the weighting of the criteria.  The 


cost to Xcel, for example, to do one route versus 


another. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Right.  It is, there will 


be, again, economic, environmental, human, any 


number of impacts, and it will be balanced, it will 


have to be balanced. 


MR. JAMES ROBERTSON:  Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Another card I've got here 
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says -- oh, it's asking me a question about 


contacts, have the parents of Scenic Heights school 


been informed or contacted.  I don't know where 


Scenic Heights school is.  


MR. ROGERS:  I don't know.  We contacted 


the landowners adjacent to the route as far as a 


mailing list, and there's also a notice area for the 


certificate of need, so I don't think that captured 


parents of schools.  


MR. LEHMAN:  Not necessarily.  It could 


have. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The school, you captured 


the school, but you don't know where the school 


district is. 


There are two that -- you can go back in 


the record and look in the certificate of need in 


eDockets, there is a notice and a notice plan and it 


shows the area that was noticed.  And then, also, 


for this in eDockets, when the application was 


accepted, Xcel Energy sent out a notice that the 


application had been filed and accepted and that 


list of persons who received that is also on record 


on eDockets so that can be double checked.  So 


there's probably no way to know if all the parents 


of a particular school have been noticed.  
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So for Pam Ryan, is she here or left?  


Okay.  I'll ask this question, then, for Pam Ryan, 


R-Y-A-N.  


Is or has underground line been 


considered?  This seems to address environmental 


issues on some level.  Isn't this -- I'll leave this 


for Janet to see, I don't know, but we'll try to 


figure out the last word.  But the gist is has 


undergrounding been considered.  


Undergrounding is an interesting 


question.  It can be considered in certain instances 


as a mitigation.  We talked about what are impacts, 


let us know impacts that you think might be.  As the 


one person said, one of my impacts could be losing 


trees, is there a way of mitigating losing more 


trees.  In some instances undergrounding might be 


considered as a mitigation.  The question has 


arisen, we will be reviewing it, almost certainly, 


in the environmental assessment.  But it's a 


really -- it's an interesting question because it's 


a matter of when you go back to the weighting, 


again, and when you weight what the cost is against 


what the benefits are, it's a real situational 


answer.  So you need to ask in each specific 


instance or any specific place, is this the balance.  
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And, again, in the end the Commission is the one 


that makes that balancing decision in the end.  


So, but, yes, if there are places where 


it makes sense to you as an individual that that is 


a mitigation, then you can surely spell that out in 


your comments to us and make your argument for that.  


Well, I don't have any more blue cards.  


But did anybody -- yes, sir. 


Mr. Ruehl again?  


MR. NICK RUEHL:  Yes.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  My apologies.  


MR. NICK RUEHL:  Nick Ruehl again from 


Excelsior.  


David, you've used the phrase if you have 


any, in a sense, ideas on what should be done.  I 


heard that a couple of times.  And I sit and I 


reflect that, for the layperson, not skilled or not, 


you know, very little knowledge in transmission, 


generation or transmission, coming up with specific 


ideas is very difficult.  


My assumption is that not only the Xcel 


but that the Commission will be looking at the best 


alternatives regardless of what comes from the 


public as a whole.  That they are, in fact, looking 


out for finding the right balance of doing the 
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environmental and cost elements of a project.  


That's the public trust that we're expecting from 


our utilities and from those who are representing us 


in the Public Utilities Commission, that they will, 


in fact, be looking at alternatives that perhaps the 


alternative routes or the alternative means and 


methods will have been, at least have been 


considered in an honest and thorough way before a 


final selection.  That's what's expected of the 


public, or by the public, of our quasi public 


utilities, as well as any kind of a government 


oversight.  So I would hope that that's the spirit 


that the project is being led by.  And, anyway, 


that's certainly what my expectation is and I assume 


the rest of the public as well.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah.  Thank you.  There 


are a large number of reasons to come to the public 


for input.  We're not necessarily coming to the 


public to, as I mentioned before, to come with a 


plan.  They don't have a company behind them to put 


together a plan.  It's not like your idea won't be 


held for consideration without a full plan, and it 


will be our job, as you point out, to do the due 


diligence and researching whether that's viable, 


feasible, or comparatively preferable.  
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The thing that we can't pick up sitting 


downtown, and maybe it's easier here than it is 


sometimes when we're out in more rural areas, but 


the thing that is hard for us to do is to see right 


on the ground what the issues are.  So you may have 


an idea that there's a pathway or a roadway that's a 


better alternative even for a short segment of the 


route.  Or you may have an idea of what you see are 


the local impacts.  Maybe you have the idea of the 


impacts of the local wetland or concepts of what 


might be alternatives.  Those are the things that 


come up as public input.  


You might ask questions that we may 


either have already thought of or haven't thought 


of, but give an angle to it so that it gets 


thoroughly reviewed.  


I think it's fully a combination of all 


the things.  I think the public input is the right 


way and it's the way it's designed to be done at 


this point in time, and I think rightfully so.  And 


meetings like this, where you can get your chance to 


put in and at least learn your opportunities to have 


your say along the way and have your participation 


along the way considered alongside everything else.  


But it is definitely the responsibility 
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of the Department to take those alternatives and do 


a thorough review of the feasibility and viability.  


And, again, in the end, for the Commission to make a 


deliberative choice based on a -- based on their 


reasoning and the contribution of an administrative 


law judge from the public hearings.  


Yes.  


MS. CONNIE BRANSON:  I just have a 


question. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  If you could come up.  I 


want to make sure everybody hears the question and 


the answer. 


MS. CONNIE BRANSON:  Okay.  I'm Connie 


Branson, B-R-A-N-S-0-N.  


My question is really how much are you 


increasing the size of the substation in Deephaven?  


I know it sounds like you're making it 70 feet 


bigger, is that doubling the size?  Perhaps.  That's 


my thought, I don't know.  And since it's right 


across from the Deephaven school, I'm concerned 


about that size.  


MR. ROGERS:  Yeah, I showed that aerial 


and it's -- I don't think it's doubling in size, I 


think to the north it was extending it 40 feet.  So 


we would grade out 40 feet and put a new fence line.  
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And to the south it was 30 feet.  And in my 


application we have the existing layout and then 


proposed layout, and I'd be happy to kind of look at 


that, the whole perimeter, and see what you think, 


but it certainly isn't doubling in size.  The width 


is going east and west for about the same, there 


is -- it's not quite rectangular so there is a 


corner that's also expanding to the northeast. 


MS. CONNIE BRANSON:  And all of it, when 


it's going to be built, I assume will be very 


visible.  Because you're not going east and west, 


most of it is going to be quite visible?  


MR. ROGERS:  It looks similar to what it 


looks right now, the same type of infrastructure, 


but longer from the north to the south, yes. 


MS. PAULA EVANICH:  Okay.  Thank you.  


MS. KAY ENGLE:  Sir, could I make a few 


comments?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yes.  


MS. KAY ENGLE:  It's my chance.  Hi.  My 


name is Kay Engle, E-N-G-L-E, and I live right on 


Minnetonka Boulevard where Deephaven, Shorewood and 


Greenwood come together, I live about two blocks 


from the trail.  


And I'm very concerned.  I know the lines 
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currently run along the trail there, however, these 


lines are going to be visible from the lake if 


they're 90 feet tall or even 80 feet tall, which is 


going to have an impact.  


I'm also concerned about the impact on 


property values.  Because -- I guess I just want to 


say that we live there.  That is an entirely 


residential area all the way from -- through 


Deephaven, Greenwood, Shorewood, there's no business 


there whatsoever.  And to upgrade the lines, I'm all 


for that, but let's put it someplace where they're 


not disrupting nature.  That trail is so heavily 


used, you wouldn't believe it.  And like I said, 


it's strictly residential area.  And not only that, 


maintenance of the line disrupts the trail, the 


wildlife, and those are all the things we live there 


for.  


So, anyway, that was my five minutes of 


fame.  Thank you for listening.  And I think that 


was it.  Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  All right.  Thank you.  


Well -- 


MR. ALAN ESSELMAN:  I have a question.


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  What is your name?


MR. ALAN ESSELMAN:  Alan Esselman, 
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E-S-S-E-L-M-A-N.  


In regards to the substation in 


Deephaven, we currently know where the magnetic 


field is, I haven't seen that in any of the 


literature.  How big is it, does it already engulf 


the school, and is there a change in size going 


forward?  We don't that and I would like to call for 


an independent study to get that information so that 


everybody here knows.  


Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, typically, width 


lines and with substations or anything, of course, 


there is an electromagnetic field.  And it 


dissipates at a distance.  And we typically, in an 


environmental assessment, have at least a chart 


showing you what the -- what the electric field will 


be or what the magnetic field will be at so many 


feet away from the structure of the facility.  So we 


will definitely look at that.  


MS. STEPHANIE BOEGEMAN:  My name is 


Stephanie Boegeman, B-O-E-G-E-M-A-N.  And I'm a 


resident of Wildflower Lane in Chaska.  And I 


understand from this, what you've shown us, there is 


no construction in that area.  


But I did have a listing last fall, I'm a 
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real estate agent, I had a listing last fall that 


ran on those lines.  They had an inspection done and 


was told by this inspector, and I don't know all the 


terminology for what they were doing, what kind of 


equipment they used, but they were told the levels 


in that home near the children's bedrooms were not 


safe.  And that is where there's currently the two 


lines, that 115 and 69.  So I guess I'm concerned.  


There also was a sale on the property on 


the other side of the power lines who happened to be 


friends and neighbors of mine.  They did not have me 


list it because I was aware of this issue and so 


they sold it through another party.  So I'm 


concerned about the safety.  It is very close and 


runs right through a residential neighborhood behind 


us.  


I guess my question is how common is it 


for lines with 215,000, or thousand dollar -- or 


thousand volt lines to run through a residential 


neighborhood and is there going to be any 


information given to us regarding that.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  The answer, is it 


common, yes.  Oddly enough, I think Mr. Rogers, in 


fact, knows this, we'll do the review and tell you 


exactly what the numbers are again, as I mentioned, 
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of what they will be from the distance.  But the 


likelihood is that the EMF will actually be lighter 


when they're both running at 115 because of the 


cancelling effect.  Is that true?  


MR. ROGERS:  We still have to look at 


that further and help support your EA.  I'm not sure 


if that's true along that segment of the line. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It varies. 


MR. ROGERS:  Yeah, it does vary, there's 


a lot of factors involved in that. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  But we'll look exactly 


what's supposed to go in there.  The question of 


what that impact is at a given field strength, 


that's another question, and we'll also evaluate 


that in the environmental assessment and give you 


our assessment of the latest science that we have 


available to us.  


MR. GUS KARPAS:  Gus Karpas, K-A-R-P-A-S, 


with the City of Greenwood.  


I guess my question is for Mr. Rogers.  


You indicated that the poles would be about 10 to 15 


feet higher.  And we've met with you a number of 


times and that number kind of fluctuates.  


My concern is you indicated that the 


actual engineering and planning happens after the 
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approval.  And I guess I wonder what the chances are 


that that height could change and, if it did, what 


recourse does the city have?  Because a large area 


of that line goes down the trail past a lot of our 


residents, and the residents had indicated the 


height is a big issue for them.  So I don't know 


what kind of guarantee we have that you're going to 


stay within that 10 to 15 foot.  That's my comment.  


MR. ROGERS:  Thank you, Gus.  Yeah, in 


our permit application we describe the type of poles 


that we use and what their typical heights are.  And 


it's a 20-mile project, there's a lot of variability 


in the existing poles, we're trying to keep the same 


span length.  And so if we start changing pole 


heights then it changes span locations and it 


changes where poles are in reference to people's 


property.  So the whole idea of this project is to 


keep the structures as near as possible to the 


existing ones.  


And our transmission line engineers, 


they've said that in general we hope to keep the 


structures 10 to 15 feet taller than the existing.  


There might be a situation where it's only 5 feet 


taller.  There might be a situation where it's 20 


feet taller.  But we haven't done that detail 
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design.  There's a lot of -- hopefully there's 


alternates that might come out of today's meeting or 


tonight's meeting, and so if we went ahead and did 


all our detailed design and the route changed, 


that's a lot of wasted resources.  


So it's tough to hear, but we really need 


to know what route we're going to do before we do 


our design.  There is a process where, when we get 


our route approval, then we do our engineering 


design and we submit that to David, to the 


Department of Commerce, I believe, and they review, 


and I believe the PUC staff also reviews the plan 


and profile on how what we came up with, and so they 


are the kind of a checks and balances that says 


here's what your application said, here's what the 


record said, you've said several times 10 to 15 feet 


taller and now your plan and profile shows it's 


higher.  So that's kind of the assurance that we can 


give, is that we just can't say it and not do it.  


There is a plan and profile review and if it doesn't 


match then we're going to have to go back in front 


of the Commission and say why in that situation it 


did not match what we said.  


MR. GUS KARPAS:  When you first came 


before us you talked about lengthening the span and 
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having less poles along the trail, and I believe the 


last time you talked to us you said that was no 


longer the case, correct?  So the poles would have 


to go higher because the span was longer, you said 


the poles had to go higher, then the last time you 


told us they weren't going to so it brought down the 


height.  So is that the final plan?  I don't know if 


you recall that, 'cause I think the mayor was 


surprised that it went back, and what we were 


telling our residences was that there would be less 


poles, they would be higher, but there would be less 


because the span was wider.  That was at one of the 


initial meetings you told us that. 


MR. ROGERS:  Right.  I think that initial 


meeting, we're talking about the various tools that 


we had in our design that can change the 


right-of-way width as required.  And we're talking 


about, if you have a longer span, then the conductor 


blows out more and so we might need more 


right-of-way.  If you have a span shortened then the 


poles don't have to be as high and the blowout is 


not as much.  So I think we have some confusion in 


that discussion about what is some different 


opportunities to change the span lengths and how the 


height of the poles is affected by that.  I remember 
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talking about poles being in wetlands and that maybe 


there's an opportunity to take that pole out of that 


wetland and span it and that would reduce the number 


of poles also.  


MR. GUS KARPAS:  Okay.  


MR. ROGERS:  So it's the same spirit of 


we haven't done the detailed design, we will look 


for opportunities to reduce the number of poles, if 


we have one in like a bay or a wetland and it's 


feasible to not affect the adjacent landowners with 


new easement requirements or if the pole height 


doesn't get too high, then maybe that's a good 


situation.  


MR. GUS KARPAS:  Thank you.  


MS. ALICE REIMANN:  Hi, my name is Alice 


Reimann, R-E-I-M-A-N-N.  I'm a resident of Greenwood 


as well and I have a couple comments and questions, 


just a little overlap, but I thought it's a good 


idea to get it on record now.  


We talked a lot about these poles, the 


change in height, but how about the change in girth, 


the magnitude of that change, and how that will 


affect us all?  


And, of course, I just want to address 


the very basic question about why the route wasn't 
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considered on the more commercial routes, Highway 7 


and 101, in specific.  Why weren't those considered 


first to begin with, rather than the more trail -- 


the park trails -- versus the park trails?  And as 


that relates to the environment just in general.  


Views from Lake Minnetonka, we're going 


to see all that along that very particular close to 


Excelsior route.  I just don't understand why that 


wasn't considered more carefully sooner rather -- 


the first time rather than now.  So I just feel like 


the local impact of all that is huge, views from the 


lake, and environmental issues are huge versus a 


more commercial route.  


And so let's start with the question 


about the girth of these poles.  


MR. ROGERS:  Yeah, the diameter of the 


pole is not going to change much at all. 


UNIDENTIFIED:  A little. 


MR. ROGERS:  Do you have any idea?  Do 


you have a general sense?  


UNIDENTIFIED:  20 percent, at least. 


MR. ROGERS:  20 percent, okay.  So I 


would characterize that as not too much of a visual 


change, but it will be a little girthier.  Most of 


the poles will be embedded directly into the ground.  
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There will be some corner structures or maybe some 


angled structures that are going to have to endure 


more stresses and forces so we may have to put that 


on a concrete foundation.  So I think visually the 


poles won't increase by that much.  If you do have 


an H frame, we're trying to put an H frame back, so 


if you have two poles you most likely will have two 


poles put back in the same area.  


I think the analysis on the alternate 


along Highway 7, we held an open house meeting and 


we heard from landowners that they thought we should 


evaluate running from Excelsior along Highway 7 and 


then get up to the Deephaven substation, and that's 


something that we all have to think about.  


When you're thinking about what's a good 


routing solution to our project, we always have to 


tap into the Excelsior substation and the Deephaven 


substation.  So the alternative that we were asked 


to evaluate was to go along Highway 7 and then get 


back up to the Deephaven substation along Vine Hill.  


So in our application that's what we did the 


analysis on.  We did not do an analysis of carrying 


the transmission line all the way through Highway 7 


to 101 and then back up 101 and across.  


But if that is a route that should be 
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evaluated, then this is the time to do that, to 


submit that route, and then David will do a thorough 


analysis on it and we'll support you and him on the 


feasibility of it and any questions that David has.  


So the factors in our application that we 


looked at is we felt like the Highway 7, sure, it 


had some difficulties to it, but the real difference 


between the analysis on the existing line and the 


alternate was along Vine Hill, and we thought that 


those impacts to those landowners and the trees 


along that road were greater than keeping it along 


the existing segment along the bike trail. 


MS. ALICE REIMANN:  Well, I'm confused.  


Which one is it that's before the Commission, number 


one, and number two, then I'd like to go officially 


on record in suggesting that you look at the 101 


alternative, Highway 7, 101. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  Just a couple 


things.  Janet, did you get her name?


COURT REPORTER:  I'm assuming it's the 


woman that just spoke.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's why we try to avoid 


speaking from the audience, so we make sure that 


everybody gets everything clearly and it's 


understood.  
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So we'll take that, that that is your 


option, but what was the first part of the question?  


MS. DeBLEECKERE:  Which one is before the 


Commission.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you, Tricia.  What's 


before the Commission today is just the start.  In 


other words, all we have today is the application.  


This meeting starts putting together and adding in 


the alternatives that we're going to review.  So all 


the alternatives that will be reviewed in the 


environmental assessment, then, will be stated in 


the upcoming scope and then the hearing will take 


place based on that.  


All right.  


MR. JAMES ROBERTSON:  Question.  Is it 


possible, as a part of the environmental assessment, 


to consider moving the substation so that you can 


actually accomplish that down 7 to 101 route?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Short answer, yes.  We 


don't have a very clear idea of what all the impacts 


of that would be of that at this point yet, so the 


first analysis is are there fatal flaws to that plan 


so we don't need to carry it over, or maybe there 


are possibilities there and it gets carried over and 


then it's analyzed in the environmental assessment.  
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So that is a possibility.  I can't tell you the 


degree to which that is likely or not at this point 


in time.  


MR. JAMES ROBERTSON:  Okay.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I want to emphasize to 


everybody one last time that you have several 


opportunities and means through which to make your 


comments.  That this comment period is your first 


take, but it's an important one to make sure the 


pieces that you want discussed are on the table, but 


you will have an opportunity to have your voice 


heard again before an administrative law judge in 


the future.  


But I want to thank you very much for 


showing up today and having this conversation with 


us and please turn in your comments.  


Thank you.  


(Meeting concluded at 3:38 p.m.)


(Evening session, 6:00 p.m.) 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I will start with these 


cards.  If you think you might have questions, go 


ahead and fill out a card, but let me just start 


here and we'll see how it goes.  


We have Jim Woody Woodburn.  Start by 


giving your name and spelling it for the court 
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reporter.  


MR. JIM WOODBURN:  Sure.  Thank you very 


much.  Jim Woodburn, W-O-O-D-B-U-R-N, 4210 Chimo 


East, Deephaven, Minnesota 55391.  


Appreciate you hosting the public hearing 


and giving us information.  I represent a couple of 


different homeowner associations who have expressed 


opposition to the power line upgrade that runs 


through Deephaven, in opposition to the proposed 


alternative plan that would run the power line up 


along Vine Hill Road.  


There's been a lot of support and 


discussion in the community about having 


consideration for a Highway 7 power line that would 


connect from the Excelsior substation east and west 


along Highway 7 and then reconnect at Highway 101 


and Highway 7.  The positives of that alternative 


approach reduces the total length of the line by 


calculations of around two miles so it'll reduce 


total line amount.  


It would also require the moving of the 


Deephaven substation down to the Highway 7 location 


to connect up and then route lines back into the 


Deephaven area along the existing lines that are 


already in place.  The expansion of the Deephaven 
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substation is problematic, it's a wooded area, it 


runs along a heavily used bike path, the regional 


trail that thousands of people use on an annual 


basis.  


There's also a parking issue with the 


Deephaven Elementary school and to have that land be 


potentially used for the community and for the 


school for spillover parking that's desperately 


needed, that land could be used in a different way.  


So our strong interest is to have 


consideration of the Highway 7 move out from 


Excelsior substation to 101 and Highway 7 to help 


protect the environmental view scape and the natural 


wooded environment that the citizens of Deephaven 


have had for a hundred years.  


Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  Nate Davidow.  


MR. NATE DAVIDOW:  Nate Davidow, 


D-A-V-I-D-O-W.  17837 Powderhorn Drive, Minnetonka.  


I had basically three questions for Xcel 


that I'm assuming they will provide answers to it at 


a later time.  But the first one being, what's the 


radiation as a function of distance from a line 


upgrade, or a 115 kV line?  And then if they have 


any documentation on potential cancer risk within 50 
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feet proximity of residential homes and schools with 


developing children.  


My next question, shielding, if any, is 


there any shielding being engineered into the line?  


I do know that's possible with lines of this size, I 


just don't know if that's included in the budget 


process with Xcel.  


And then my last question, is there going 


to be an independent evaluation of property home 


values within 1,000 feet?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Okay.  Thank you, sir.  


The environmental assessment will definitely be 


evaluating, I assume you're asking about radiation 


and electromagnetic fields?  


MR. NATE DAVIDOW:  That's correct.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And it is -- we will 


definitely be evaluating the field strengths at 


various distances away from the center of the 


facility and what that states.  Additionally, in 


each environmental impact statement or environmental 


assessment we do, we do a reevaluation of the 


existing literature to do the best evaluation of 


what any impacts might be at that point.  So we will 


definitely be including those, those pieces as part 


of the environmental assessment.  
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Some things can be shielded just by the 


way that electric fields can be shielded.  Magnetic 


fields are more of an issue, but we will be looking 


at that.  We will also be looking at property value 


assessments as we generally do in each and every 


instance, evaluating the latest literature and 


information and surveys that have been done 


comparing home sales with or without transmission 


line impacts, so that's definitely part of the 


assessment.  


Bob Kost.  K-O-S-T, Bob Kost?  He must 


have left early.  I'll leave that aside in case he 


comes back.  


Tom Fletcher.  


MR. TOM FLETCHER:  Tom Fletcher, T-O-M, 


F-L-E-T-C-H-E-R.  Resident of city of Greenwood.  


And in terms of the proposed -- I'm going 


to kind of follow your scoping outline, if that's 


okay.  You suggest you look at no build as 


alternatives and upgrade existing facilities, and I 


would hope you would look closely at the decrease in 


demand in Excelsior and Deephaven substations from 


2004 to 2010.  These are fully built out areas, this 


is from Xcel's data that they supplied on page 35 of 


their certificate of need application, as to whether 
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to project forth increases in demand, but history in 


a couple cases has not quite shown that and, as I 


mentioned, these areas are fully built out.  


Also, we'd hope that you would seriously 


consider Xcel, in their certificate of need, 


provided two options.  By the way, I want to commend 


them for laying out some very good data to evaluate 


this on.  


It was in option two that did not have 


the same impacts as option one.  It did not need the 


same transmission line upgrade.  And while I 


understand that Xcel's standard doesn't achieve 


quite the standards from the analysis, it would, in 


fact, address the concerns that Paul did outline.  


So I would hope that you would give serious 


consideration to option two as well as part of the 


process because the impacts would be less in the 


neighborhoods in particularly in the city of 


Greenwood.  


You also mentioned alternative routes.  


And the Greenwood City Council resolution that was 


filed, it was requested that if it also looked at a 


route that basically came up and then went along 


Highway 5, so basically a more direct Westgate to 


Scott County route, and I would ask that that might 
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be considered as well as part of the certificate of 


need.  


Moving away from the certificate of 


need -- oh, one other comment I should make is that 


Xcel laid out option two, which does, in fact, have 


lower initial costs, lower initial cost per 


kilowatt-hour, and on a long-term basis it is 


possibly even cheaper.  I might also highlight from 


their filing that the existing line, 69 kV line 


could be upgraded by 16.5 percent in capacity by 


just a minor, what they refer to as relatively minor 


upgrades.  


Moving away from the certificate of need 


in my comments.  Xcel has alluded to the fact, and I 


think Tim Rogers spoke briefly about it, that they 


have some alternative tree trimming strategies they 


could use relative to if, in fact, option one is 


approved and it goes forward and it is an aerial 


line as opposed to buried.  Some tree trimming 


options, in terms of more frequent tree trimming so 


that, basically, if you trim trees more frequently 


you don't need to trim quite as much each time, and 


I would encourage that to be more formalized as part 


of the procedure, if that's possible.  


Thank you.  
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's good, that's a good 


point of discussing potential mitigations as well as 


alternatives.  That's a good idea, because that's 


how the permit gets conceived in the end, along with 


picking the comparatively least impactful route.  


The permit will also contain conditions which will 


help inform the best mitigations as well, so I 


appreciate the comments.  


Holly Olson.  


MS. HOLLY OLSON:  Hi.  Good evening.  


Holly Olson, H-O-L-L-Y, O-L-S-O-N.  


My comments tonight are directly related 


to segment 3 of the line going from Highway 7 down 


to Highway 5.  Cutting over, passing Minnetonka 


Middle School, cutting across Brenden Pond and into 


the neighborhoods over Brenden Court, Lake Harrison 


and Long Acres.  


Our proposal, though, I do appreciate 


what Tom's solution is, would help us all, but in 


the event that the lines stay in the position they 


are, we're proposing that segment 3 would move out 


to Highway 41.  


There are several benefits to this.  It 


is better access to the power lines for the Xcel 


workers, both repair and installation of the lines.  
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Better access to any trees, maintenance of the 


trees.  Very little impact at this point since we're 


already putting in a bike path along 41, and many of 


the trees have already been removed by the City of 


Chanhassen work, so the impact there is minimal to 


installing the lines in that vicinity.  


But the bigger issue for us to remove the 


health concerns of the hundreds of neighbors.  


Personally, actually, I won't get into the distance 


from my home, it's very, very close, and we are 


concerned, in fact, Brenden Pond has a line in the 


center of the pond, so it just would remove the 


impact to the environment, to the species of fish, 


to redo it down 41.  


I think it's the time to do it.  It 


should have been done that way to start, going down 


41, it never should have cut through the area.  


Though the homes came in after the lines, we do 


appreciate what happened, but now that we're looking 


at it for budget and for the work, let's just get it 


fixed.  


And the alternative is 41 down to 5 and 


back over to where it meets at this point.  So I 


will be submitting a written comment, too.  


So thank you.  
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MR. BIRKHOLZ:  You, of course, have that 


option.  Keep in mind that you don't need to do that 


because your comments will be officially on, but if 


you want to send something in and flesh out your 


comments, that's perfectly okay too.  And that was 


Holly Olson.  Okay.  Thank you.  


Keith Stuessi.  


MR. KEITH STUESSI:  Hello.  Keith 


Stuessi, S-T-U-E-S-S-I.  I live at 5000 Meadville, 


Greenwood 55331.  


This question is somewhat repetitive of 


Tom Fletcher's request and comment.  It's a very -- 


I'm going to put mine in the form of a question, and 


the question I have of the Public Utilities 


Commission that I think I want to get them -- get it 


clearly recorded for them, is why can't this line be 


routed directly from tower 57 down the large 


railroad right-of-way that goes through Chanhassen 


and then down Highway 5 directly to the Westgate 


substation?  


It appears, and there are actually a few 


of us in this room, including Tom Fletcher and 


myself, that have read the entire document.  And I 


think that very clearly this would have the very 


least environmental impact on the entire community 
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because the railroad right-of-way that already 


exists is very wide going from Chanhassen.  And 


then, of course, the Highway 5 corridor is very wide 


as well too.  All the towers are currently in place, 


as far as I can tell, and I think that this would 


have a minimal impact on all the communities around 


us.  


And I'm going to request that the 


response that you give me and other people in 


Greenwood, two different levels of responses.  One 


is a response that all of us as layman can 


understand.  Tom and I are fairly technical but 


we're not power generation or distribution people.  


But I'd also like to have a very technical response 


to this question because I think that this routing, 


if it's at all possible, would serve us the best.  


It appears to me that the Westgate substation is 


your main problem and if we can redirect the routing 


I think we'll solve a lot of issues.  


Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Dave Wanger.  


MR. DAVE WANGER:  Hi.  I'm Dave Wanger, 


and I have property on Christmas Lake Road, and it's 


very close to the Highway 7 alternative so I'm 


concerned about where the route is going.  But what 
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I'm most interested in here, that I haven't seen 


presented, is enough background so that the citizens 


who are at this meeting can make a good alternative 


to what's happening and why and it has to do with 


the certificate of need.  


I didn't see a single pie chart or 


description of why this need is taking place.  I 


heard the reasons were overload voltages or 


overloads and low voltages, but I didn't hear what 


time of day and is it a residential need or a 


business need and what is happening to cause the 


drive for this need, and these two reasons that were 


given were apparently problems that are happening 


right now.  But I didn't hear, well, what's the 


future growth.  Are we going to have to come back to 


the citizens in five or ten years based on needs 


that weren't presented to us?  


I'm sorry, I didn't get a chance to go 


out and read the certificate of need, that's my 


fault.  But it would have been nice to have this 


information available to the people who are at this 


meeting.  And if anybody is like me, they didn't 


read this before they came here, so how would we 


know what we should do?  It said, well, you know, we 


have to change the routing, but the routes, as I see 
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it, are going through residential neighborhoods, but 


is most of the electricity being used by businesses 


with a different need, different time of day?  Why 


are we running this high power through residential 


neighborhoods if it should be, as the last gentleman 


has said, directly from point to point?  So I think 


there's a lot of questions that could be answered by 


giving everybody here more better information and 


more complete information so we could contribute to 


what should be happening.  


For instance, there's one camp of people 


that I've read that they think due to conservation a 


lot of the residents who are living here and 


serviced by this wire, alternative energies, 


conservation, solar cells, Xcel might go bankrupt in 


the next ten years because there is too much energy 


and nobody to use it.  And there's another camp of 


people saying, oh, we're going to buy electric cars.  


I'm looking at that myself.  And I try to save 10, 


20 bucks a month by turning off appliances, but if I 


were to buy an electric car I might be using, I 


don't know, $200 worth of electricity just with one 


car in my household.  


So needs can change over the next five to 


ten years based on what's happening in the industry 
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and there's not enough information if we should 


upgrade these lines maybe even bigger or much less 


smaller.  So I'd like to see a lot more information 


presented on what is the need so that the 


neighborhood people can say do we need a bigger wire 


or less wire, do we need to move it to a more 


efficient place for industry or is it residents that 


need it?  And the certificate of need I think really 


needs to be presented better here, that's what I'd 


like to see.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Good, thank you.  


Julie Sanders.  


MS. JULIE SANDERS:  Hi.  I'm Julie 


Sanders.  I'm at 20495 Linden Road, that's in 


Deephaven.  I'm assuming -- I came in late, but I 


remember some of the Xcel employees over here, so 


you're on the groom's side of the room here.  


First and foremost, I'm not here to 


debate an alternative nor what is proposed.  I'm 


first thrilled to see people who are really 


involved, that's huge, people that really did that 


nighttime reading, and I appreciate that, because it 


is too technical, I'm not a utilitarian by any means 


nor a wonderful engineer.  But I'm a concerned 


citizen.  And, also, on the certificate of need, I 
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have to comment about that, because I think it needs 


to be more detailed.


I have an article here -- I have two 


questions or comments.  I have an article here from 


this January's Star and Trib regarding the last 


chance for comment on the Hiawatha power line.  The 


same kind of issue went in this particular area of 


wanting -- proposing a high voltage transmission 


line that Xcel wants to build in this particular 


area on Lake Street.  Whatever the ending, I 


thought, one, okay, and then it goes through, what 


the whole hearing was about.  And then the last 


paragraph was, Xcel has agreed that the new line is 


necessary to assure reliable service to the area.  I 


think that's an admission statement because you all 


do do a good job, but obviously we're feeling 


something that's going to be in our backyard.  


Because my question to you is what 


percentage of the return of investment is in it for 


Xcel that you even breathlessly and anxiously, and 


this room is hot, would even want to open this 


Pandora's box to a 100-year-old community, to 


people's backyards, to, yes, follow a line that's 


been drawn, but we don't always have to take the 


same path in which we come, that you, you know, 
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truly want to disrupt a community that, sorry to 


say, is more than just a few tree huggers.  This is 


an animal that's going to -- I think that's going to 


be sorrily awakened.  


And I just believe that people do have 


alternatives here and that's terrific, but I looked 


at this article and at the very end, some opponents 


agree that the utility should be required to try to 


do more conservative measures.  And that's what I 


think we're really trying to do.  This is reality TV 


at its finest, and it's kind of frightening.  So I 


would like to know what percentage of return of 


investment is there in it for Xcel.  


Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, I can't answer that 


question.  The one thing I can say is that Xcel is a 


public utility in the state of Minnesota and has a 


responsibility to meet certain requirements, or 


demand, so there is that level.  As far as the 


financial end to Xcel, that's an entirely different 


question and so I don't know that we have the right 


lawyers or people here to talk about it tonight.  


MR. LEHMAN:  I'll take a shot at it. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Good. 


MS. JULIE SANDERS:  Good.
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MR. LEHMAN:  I think the first comment is 


what was already made by Dave, is that this is not 


an issue of we're looking to make a return on 


investment here.  Obviously, that's part of the way 


a utility does business, is to make a return on 


investment, but the reason we're doing this is to 


meet our obligations to provide reliable service to 


our customers, which we're under obligations to do, 


and so that's the driving force.  


But as far as return, what are we going 


to earn on this project if we develop it, that's 


going to be set by our regulators, the Public 


Utilities Commission.  They determine what we are 


allowed as a return on our investment.  In any given 


year that return will be set at a maximum level and 


we're held to that maximum level.  It might be in 


the range of 10 percent.  Most businesses would not 


accept that level of investment, but because we're a 


public utility we'll take the level of return that 


the Public Utilities Commission sets for us and work 


within that.  


So the answer to your question is it's up 


to the Public Utilities Commission to determine what 


our return is, but typically somewhere in that 10, 


11, 8, 10, 12 percent, it will be in that range, if 
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we're very fortunate, but it's set by our 


regulators.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you, Mr. Lehman.  I 


think, Debra Antone.  


MS. DEBRA ANTONE:  My name is Debra 


Antone, D-E-B-R-A, A-N-T-O-N-E.  


And I feel very privileged to be able to 


live in this community and in this beautiful 


environment that we have.  I live along Minnetonka 


Boulevard where the choice looks like it is being 


favored to run.  And it's looking at moving poles 


that are already there from 65 to 80 feet higher.  


And in an environment where I would rather see, and 


I think a lot of people would, we talk about 


pollution, having poles disappear, we're looking at, 


as you said, maybe 15 feet higher.  


I also find it interesting that you would 


choose to go through neighborhoods when you could go 


down 7, you could go down 101, and it's not in a way 


that would impact our community, and it's already an 


avenue that is already polluted, as we see it, with 


industry, with road, with necessity.  


It is wonderful that we do have this 


beautiful lake.  We pay taxes, we have the beauty to 


look at it, to walk it, we have the paths, and I 
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don't see a reason why we should have to look at 


more pollution when we could be minimizing it 


instead.  We could do it underground.  You know, I 


know you look at cost with that, but it would be 


nice to see no poles at all.  


Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  


That's the last of my blue cards, I 


believe.  Did somebody turn in a card that I missed?  


We have time for a comment or two if people still 


have something that they would look to add to the 


discussion at this time.  


MS. LISA THOMSON:  Hi.  Lisa Thomson, 


L-I-S-A, T-H-O-M-S-O-N.  


And I guess I'm kind of listening to what 


you all are saying, and I didn't come in with some 


of the ideas you have and I think they're fantastic.  


One of the concerns I have, I don't have 


children, but I live by Purgatory Creek Park and a 


school.  And I'm looking at the route and I see it 


going by another middle school.  And I think one of 


the things that should be considered is is there a 


way to keep these lines away from the schools in 


general.  Not just people's backyards, but where 


kids are, you know, five, six, seven hours a day.  
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That would be a consideration as you're looking at 


some of the alternatives, going down 7, going on 


101.  I know that does impact individual people as 


well, but it would be nice to see some of those 


lines not go around the schools.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And we can take a few more 


comments, but I want to point out, as to reading, 


I'm impressed that people take the time to read the 


applications as well.  Those are sources of 


incredible amounts of information, though sometimes, 


I admit, quite technically thick to wade through for 


most of us, but a good chance to look for some of 


your questions if you have them.  


Another thing that I recommend you do is 


take home this little summary to help you think 


about comments that you might want to make and the 


types of things that we're going to, again, look at 


in our report.  The comparative things that we're 


going to look at.  So as you think about your 


alternatives or your ideas or your comments, it 


should be a short read, but it might be informative, 


I would hope.  But make sure you grab that.  But I 


just wanted to add that.  But if there's someone 


else yet that hasn't -- 


UNIDENTIFIED:  I have a couple questions.  
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When do we hear answers to some of the questions 


here?  Do we get any answers, other than the 


regulatory commission, you know, sets the rate?  


When do we hear these answers?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Good.  Well, the question, 


if everybody didn't hear, is we have people making 


comments and questions and when are the answers?  


And I have a couple pieces to that.  Is, one, the 


situation today is we have more questions than 


answers and we're putting more on the table.  So 


that's part of the process.  So that's a good thing.  


The process, as it goes forward, we will be looking 


at the questions that come up and we will be 


analyzing the ones that have been recommended by 


you.  And we'll be asking Xcel for further 


information and doing independent information work 


and vetting out the information that we can find.  


And the end is not going to find a 


perfect solution and I know you didn't ask for one.  


But our goal here along this process is, then, also, 


once we've put together our assessment of the 


information, there will also be other agencies 


weighing in with their comments.  


And the Department of Commerce has 


another division that will also be doing its 
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evaluation of the application of the certificate of 


need, that's part of their mandate as well, so that 


will be entered in.  And then all of these pieces 


will be brought together, again, before an 


administrative law judge.  And that's when you'll 


have a chance to make your arguments.  


And the findings will go before the 


Commission.  And what it is is a system of 


deliberation.  They will have to balance what they 


hear and what they find and what the judge's 


findings are.  And they'll have to be the ones to 


make the tough decision of what is the, again, as I 


mentioned before, the least impactful solution that 


we can find.  


MS. DEBORAH WHYTE:  I have a question.  


Deborah, D-E-B-O-R-A-H, Whyte, W-H-Y-T-E.  I live on 


segment 10.  


And I heard Mr. Rogers, Tim Rogers, say 


that they considered alternatives but have rejected 


them.  And I'm wondering if -- maybe I didn't read 


the document, but does Xcel need to provide us 


reasons or their rationale for picking one route 


versus another route?  You don't have to answer that 


now, but I want to ask that question.  


And I also would like to know at what 
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point will Xcel, then, give us some of the 


information about growth in need or decrease.  All 


of these areas are fully built up.  Valley View 


Road, the road I live on, is heavily wooded, no new 


building for many years, and constant tree trimming.  


It seems like there would be alternative routes, as 


I've heard others say.  


So I guess the question is does Xcel 


provide us information about their rationale for 


picking one route over another, criteria, and how 


would we find that out?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  And your questions about 


needs and everything are in the CN application.  But 


in the route application they have a short 


discussion about looking at it.  Understanding for 


an alternative process, there are two types of 


processes that take place.  One for a larger set of 


transmission lines, 200 kV and above, and a process 


that's called the alternative process, which we're 


operating under, for between 100 and 200.  And in 


this process they're only required to come in with 


one alternative, one route.  The statute says if 


they look at other routes, they should come in and 


tell us why they're not selecting them.  And they do 


have a short analysis of that in their application.  
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So you can find some of those answers.  


But the real answer to your question is, 


if those questions can be brought up at the hearing, 


then they're required to do a full discussion and 


explanation of what their process is and what their 


reasoning is and what their request is before a 


judge.  So that is part of the process.  


And as I found out with this, I think 


it's difficult unless you come down.  Could you come 


down?  


MR. KEITH STUESSI:  I just have a quick 


follow-up and question to my statement before.  I'm 


Keith Stuessi, I was about four or five people back.  


Where does the environmental impact rank 


with respect to potentially increased costs from 


Xcel Energy?  For example, the route that I'm 


suggesting, number one, it's not in their plan, it's 


not an alternative, and as far as I can tell there 


isn't a house within 1,000 feet of that line and the 


structures are already there.  And clearly the 


environmental impact should be perfect.  I mean, 


I've never been to Russia, but I don't want people 


to look down that line and say it should be a 


perfect route that already exists.  You don't need 


to answer my question today, but even if the cost is 







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


SHADDIX & ASSOCIATES  (952)888-7687  (800)952-0163


53


a lot more, but if the additional environmental 


impact is essentially zero, why wouldn't you do 


that?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  It's an interesting 


question and we will sort this out and I'm glad I'm 


not the one making that final answer.  I'll do my 


best job to find the comparisons that the other 


people can use to make a final answer.  But it is, 


again, a deliberative process, and it is a way, if 


you go into the rules for the certificate of need 


and the routing, there are a list of factors and 


environmental is one of 14 factors.  Human impacts, 


cultural impacts, you know, the list goes on.  I'm 


not saying yea or nay or any degree of response to 


your particular proposal, I'm just saying for each 


of the ones for which we compare there will be 


deliberations and comparisons to an alternative 


route.  


MS. LINDA HAUGEN:  Hi.  My name is Linda 


Haugen, H-A-U-G-E-N.  I live at 4205 Chimo East in 


Deephaven.  


And I too would like answers to the tough 


questions and the technical questions.  Like when 


and how we would get those answers if the question 


is presented today?  
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I do appreciate on both sides all the 


thought and work everyone has put into it, but my 


question, I appreciate all of the technical and the 


help on all the questions that are raised, but I'd 


like to bring up this aspect.  I'd like to ask, I'm 


hoping, but also asking if this happens.  


Do the decision-makers on kind of all 


across-the-board on this level, do they literally go 


out and stand and put themselves in the shoes and 


the homes of the residents who live on these 


pathways?  And, specifically, I would like to say 


has anyone stood right at that substation across 


from the Deephaven school?  Have they considered the 


hum we already hear?  It is already at debatable 


levels and impacts the children who attend that 


school.  


I'd like to ask them to consider if you 


would enjoy the visual enlargement of that 


substation in your own backyard in a day and age 


where everything is supposed to be getting smaller.  


Truly, how you would feel if you lived by that 


substation, if your children attended that school 


all day, I highly doubt that anyone would find this 


to be the best or the safest or the most appealing 


solution.  And I ask that your evaluation would ask 
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you to literally stand there and imagine yourself 


that that is your home and your children as you make 


these decisions.  


Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  


And just as an aside, I have stood there.  


I have personally stood there.  But it's a very 


personal matter in your own home and I'm an 


evaluator and not the person who lives there so I 


understand the difference between that.  


MS. JULIE SANDERS:  Can I just add?  I'm 


Julie Sanders, I was up earlier.  I live off of 


Linden Road.  


What are our thoughts?  Like this 


Hiawatha line, they buried the lines, and it was who 


ended up paying for it, which was the big issue and 


that's what the Commission ended up voting on.  


But the alternative, tell me how much and 


why we can't?  And is burying lines meaning the 


refrigeration type system to a buried line?  Those 


things I don't know and I didn't see it.  So I 


wanted to know the alternative on that. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  The idea of burying the 


lines is a very individual and specific one.  It 


usually deals in the issue of particular mitigation 







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


SHADDIX & ASSOCIATES  (952)888-7687  (800)952-0163


56


in a particular place.  Again, it balances the costs 


against a number of other human and economic values.  


If there are particular recommendations along this 


route that pieces be undergrounded, they can be 


evaluated.  And, again, the evaluation is 


across-the-board on cost, environmental impact.  


It's not without environmental impact.  Any number 


of things.  So generally in cases when we look at 


the different types of mitigations, that's generally 


considered and weighed.  


MS. LINDA HAUGEN:  Is there -- 


COURT REPORTER:  I can't hear you.


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  I really can't have a 


discussion in the audience, it doesn't work for me. 


MS. LINDA HAUGEN:  Linda Haugen again.  


I didn't understand your answer to my 


question, though.  You said you stood there, but you 


didn't say what you thought, if you thought it was 


the wisest, the best, the safest.  And do the other 


decision-makers stand there and make the decisions 


based on as a person who lives there?  I didn't hear 


your answer except that you did stand there. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Yeah, I did stand there 


because I wanted to see it.  The distinction I made 


is that even if I stand there as a reviewer, I'm not 
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the person living there so it's not the same 


perspective.  I'm looking at it as an analyst and 


for a comparison.  But, yes, it's helpful to stand 


there.  For anyone else in the process, I can't 


speak for them.  


Did you have a comment?  


MR. SCOTT SANDSTROM:  Yes, I do.  My name 


is Scott Sandstrom, S-A-N-D-S-T-R-O-M.  And I live 


at 18995 Eastwood Drive, which is about two blocks 


south of the Deephaven substation.  


And my concern had initially been the 


proposed alternate route for the high voltage line 


up Vine Hill and the effects that would have on the 


property values.  And when I read the public meeting 


announcement, that was not mentioned in the verbiage 


of the letter, and I was somewhat relieved because I 


assumed that was no longer being considered.  But 


now I understand that there are no options that are 


off the table.  


In addition to -- well, a little more 


background.  I built a house on Eastwood Drive about 


five years ago.  And I chose Deephaven because of 


its charm and the very rural residential feel that 


the neighborhood had.  


And I have to say, we were kind of 
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appalled at the location of the substation across 


the street from the Deephaven Elementary school, 


because it seems like it doesn't fit in that 


neighborhood.  And in doing a little research, I 


read some old public hearing reports that stated 


that one of the big needs for upgrading these lines 


to 115 kV was the development down in the Chanhassen 


and Chaska area, and specifically the Biotech park 


in Chaska that was being developed that was under 


powered by the lines coming from the southwest.  


And I talked to Tom -- or to Tim Rogers 


back in February after one of the earlier meetings 


and asked about the possibility of rerouting the 


lines along Highway 7 following more of a commercial 


route.  And his reply was that they had toyed with 


that idea but there wasn't a suitable location to 


site a substation along Highway 7.  And I did a 


little research and did find that there's a couple 


acre property that looks like it's owned by the 


State of Minnesota just south of the intersection of 


Vine Hill and Highway 7, and I'm not sure if that 


would be a possibility.  


But to be able to move the substation out 


of Deephaven, that neighborhood across from the 


elementary school, I know a couple of other 
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neighbors mentioned the concern of having that so 


close to the school.  But what they didn't mention 


was the fact that the feeder lines into the 


substation essentially go right over the north end 


of the school parking lot, which is now the circle 


drive drop-off for all the kids.  And I don't 


have -- my kids are all grown and are in other 


communities, but I would be concerned if I was a 


parent of anybody at Deephaven Elementary, that the 


north end of the school is just within hundreds of 


feet of the main transmission line.  


And the fact that Deephaven is a 


residential neighborhood, we need distribution in 


our neighborhood, we don't need a transmission line 


that's capable of powering industrial parks to the 


south and west of our neighborhood.  


So I guess that is all I have to say.  


Thank you.  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  


Do you have any last comment?  


Mr. Fletcher, you're making another comment?  


MR. TOM FLETCHER:  Yeah, real quick. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  That's fine.


MR. TOM FLETCHER:  Do you expect -- Tom 


Fletcher again.  
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Do you expect -- the request was asked 


about the option for burying the line be looked at, 


do you expect the Department of Commerce will follow 


through on that request?  


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Well, the concept of 


burying the lines is a separate question, and 


depending on whether you're talking about the 


certificate of need or whether you're talking about 


a particular mitigation for a particular area of a 


route.  So if there are recommendations for a 


particular area on a routing, that's a different 


thing to look at, to evaluate it as a system 


alternative, as to expense that out is a pretty 


heavy weight.  And that's outside of my bailiwick.  


But these comments tonight are insightful 


and they're going to help the record and they're 


going to help me in my job of putting this together.  


And I anticipate and fully expect to see a lot of 


these same faces when the administrative law judge 


is out here to hear your opinions and comments as 


well at that point.  


Thank you.  


MS. DEBORAH WHYTE:  Deborah Whyte, 


W-H-Y-T-E.  


Just a question about the -- everybody's 







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


SHADDIX & ASSOCIATES  (952)888-7687  (800)952-0163


61


familiar with the storms that hit on the east coast, 


my daughter lives in the DC area, and they were 


without power, some people, for a couple of weeks.  


And one of the big issues were when power lines were 


in heavily wooded areas and it really took the crews 


a long time because they had to cut the trees down.  


So I'm wondering if there's any 


consideration for what some would call hardening 


infrastructure protecting, long-term cost avoidance, 


that sort of thing.  Because I think we've seen when 


you run the power lines through residential areas, 


heavily wooded, this whole line is in heavily wooded 


areas, and you have the ongoing cost of constant 


tree trimming, you have the concern about if we do 


have major storms, more time to bring the line up.  


So if they're really going to upgrade, maybe now is 


the time to think more strategically in the future.  


And I'm not sure what your name was 


again, but we should know what the cost would be and 


people could make an evaluation on that.  We 


shouldn't just say, right now we think we have an 


overload or low voltage and let's do this.  But if 


we're going to do this, maybe do it more 


intelligently and thinking of the future.  I mean, 


this thing on the east coast is not an isolated 
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case.  So I hadn't heard that aspect of it. 


MR. BIRKHOLZ:  Thank you.  We want 


everybody to remember that this is the beginning of 


the discussion.  But to get your comments in at this 


stage, at the ground level for evaluation, remember 


the date August 1st.  That's the key date to 


remember.  


So are we good for tonight?  


Thank you all very much.  I really 


appreciate the participation.  


(Meeting concluded at 7:40 p.m.)








From: Greg Schu
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: PUC Docket Nos. 11-948 or 11-322
Date: Tuesday, July 31, 2012 10:57:48 PM


PUC Docket Nos. 11-948 or 11-322
 
This comment is specific to the proposed upgrades in Eden Prairie along Duck Lake
Road.  While upgrading power lines to keep up with consumption initially sounds
appropriate, the primary planned route for this update does not make sense.  The
proposed poles are large for a residential area and will result in high voltage lines
being close to a public elementary school and many single family homes.  The high
voltage lines will be in front yards or in some instances, almost over the top of the
some of the houses.  The larger poles will have a negative impact on homeowner’s
views; mature trees; and therefore home values.  Also, there are studies that
indicate health risks from exposure to high voltage, which would be more likely
based on the current, proposed routes.
                          
Alternates that should be presented to residents in the impacted suburbs need to be
considered, including:


-       Installing lines where larger poles already exist, such as Highway 5 or
Highway 101.
-       Installing lines where there is lower impact to residential properties, such
as Highway 5 or Highway 101.
-       Installing lines underground to reduce the impact to current homeowner’s
property; landscaping; mature trees; and home values.  Underground lines
are less likely to be disturbed in this area, since Duck Lake Road is built out.


 
If alternate options result in higher costs, those costs are distributed over multiple
years to customers who receive benefit from the upgraded power lines, so the
lowest cost solution should not be the only solution.
 
Also, it is disappointing that the exact placement of the poles or the size of the pole
at each installed location has not been provided.  Responses indicate unknowns for
which locations will require cement pads and where even larger poles will be placed. 
This seems odd since a proposed route is being presented to the state for
consideration and required permits.  More specifics are needed for this part of the
decision process.
 
Additional information regarding the alternate solutions noted above needs to be
presented by Xcel Energy, the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission, and/or the
Minnesota Department of Commerce Energy Facility Permitting department in
response to topics discussed at the public hearings.


Thanks for addressing this topic.
 
Greg and Heather Schu
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From: Dirk Bak
To: Birkholz, David (COMM); timothy.g.rogers@xcelenergy.com
Cc: tricia.debleecdere@state.mn.us
Subject: Scott County-Westgate 69 kV to 115 kV Transmission Upgrade Project
Date: Wednesday, July 18, 2012 12:32:03 PM
Attachments: image003.png
Importance: High


To:          David, Timothy, & Tricia
 
I am a resident of Deephaven. Our family has resided here for 29+ years. Your alternate proposal in blue below would literally cut through our
yard if you run the lines up Vine Hill. We own one of the most historic properties in Deephaven with 100+ year old trees. I am confident your
sub-contractors could care-less about that seen their work in other parts of the cities.
 
Currently, you have the least disruptive easements along the trail/abandon train track as highlighted in red. This becomes a not in my back
yard issue.  Keeping it along the current easement will be the least impact to residents as the easements are existing and eminent domain will
not need to be exercised.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Dirk Bak
 
Dirk Bak; Esq.
President


SDQ Holding
(4737 County Rd. 101; Ste. 250
Minnetonka, MN 55345
952.929.5263 Main Office
952.929.6046 Fax
dirk@SDQLTD.com
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From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Shinkle Wed Aug 1 19:22:14 2012 E002/TL-11-948
Date: Wednesday, August 01, 2012 7:22:19 PM


This public comment has been sent via the form at:
mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities/publicComments.html


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


Project Name: SWTC Scott County-Bluff Creek-Westgate 69 kV to 115 kV Transmission Line Upgrade


Docket number: E002/TL-11-948


User Name: Brad & Adaline Shinkle


County: Hennepin County


City: Minnetonka


Email: bradshinkle@gmail.com


Phone: 952-474-6982


Impact:  We understand and approve of the need to upgrade the carrying capacity of the subject
transmission line.  We also object to the expandion of the Deephaven sub-station in its current location.


We urge the PUC to instruct Exel to route the enlarged line via highway 7 and/or Highway 101 to
minimnize the presence of the line, towers etc on a predominantly residential neighborhood.  We also
urge that the enlarged substation be relocated to a commercial district.


Thank you,


Brad & Adaline Shinkle


Mitigation:


Submission date: Wed Aug  1 19:22:14 2012


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:david.birkholz@state.mn.us






From: Dirk Bak
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Deephaven Power Upgrade
Date: Wednesday, August 01, 2012 4:02:13 PM


Dear David,


I am a resident of Deephaven and my home is on Vine Hill Rd and Eastwood Drive. 


The alternate route for the line upgrades goes right through our historic property.
We have one of the oldest homes in Deephaven and mature trees of 100+ years
old. I would likee to see the upgrade along the trail where the easements are in
place or moved entirely out of Deephaven and relocated up hwy 7 or hwy 5 as this
upgrade is serving those community expansions.


Thank you,


Dirk Bak
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From: Barbara Belknap
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Xcel"s Transmission Line Upgrade Proposal
Date: Wednesday, August 01, 2012 5:30:18 PM


Dear Mr. Birkholz,


Thank you for the information about Xcel's plans to expand and upgrade its 
transmission line. We live at 18101 Woolman Drive and have children at 
Deephaven Elementary and MME.
We understand that  the power lines need to be upgraded to continue to supply 
reliable power to the southwest corridor, BUT we want you to PLEASE please 
remove these power lines and substations from our residential neighborhoods 
and relocate them to more industrial areas to the south and along either highways 
7 or 5. 


Thank you,
Barbara Belknap Hamshari
Saleh JS Hamshari
Residents and Xcel Customers
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From: Doug VonBank
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: XCEL ENERGY - 115kV Power Lines
Date: Wednesday, August 01, 2012 10:37:34 PM


David - 
On Monday evening I found found out about some new power lines that are
proposed in our neighborhood.  I was stunned when I found out from a neighbor
and surprised that we never received detailed information on what was happening in
our neighborhood.  I'm not sure if we received something in the mail...if we did, it
must have looked like junk mail and gotten tossed out!  To get additional
information I had to google the Eden Prairie Public Notices to see what information
was available (there wasn't much out there).  I have not had a ton of time to
research, but I did find a few things that concern me and my family:


1. Health Concerns - Is there any research that can be provided to show that there
are no increased risk of health problems being located close to these types of lines
(from an independent research agency not associated with the energy lobbyists)?
 From the limited research I was able to do online this evening, it shows that there
is an increased risk of childhood leukemia, and other health risks for pregnant
women. 


2. Safety Issues - The proposed route is in a residential area with many families and
a elementary school and I'm concerned about the safety of children and adults near
these new power lines.  We live in Minnesota and oftentimes large storms, winds,
etc.


3. Noise Levels - Will these new lines have increased noise levels as a result of the
increased voltage?  I'm assuming so, and how does that impact everyone in the
neighborhood?  I'm not looking forward to listening to a constant "hum" while
enjoying evenings out on the patio.


3. Home Value - We just bought our house 3.5 years ago and specifically chose it
based on the location and visual elements surrounding it.  There were several
houses with large power lines close by that we immediately took off of our list due
to health/safety concerns with a family.  Would it be possible to have these power
lines be underground (similar to cable lines) to eliminate the "eyesore" created with
these new power lines?  Or could these power lines be built in a more commercial
vs residential area?


We appreciate the ability to submit our concerns and hope that they will be
considered.


Please keep us updated on the status of this project.


Doug & Katie Von Bank
6819 Duck Lake Rd
Eden Prairie, MN 55346
(612)524-7871
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From: S&W Property Management
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Scott County-Westgate 69 kV-11 5kV Transmission Project
Date: Monday, July 23, 2012 7:28:07 PM


The community appears to agree on the need for the project.  And while there are 2 other
alternative routes (Highway 7 alternative and the Highway 7 alternative with a relocated
Deephaven substation), the only proposal discussed at the meeting, and emphasized, as it was
the only viable solution, was the current proposal to replace the existing poles.
 
I am under the impression that a majority of the time and effort, to date, by the Department
of Commerce has been for the initial proposal to replace the existing poles.  And the meeting
was simply a formality with the decision on the project already having been made.
 
To assure the community that the Minnesota Department of Commerce has done a
comprehensive study of all three proposals, and before a final decision is made and the
project begins, the community should be able to review all three studies showing:


1. The potential health impacts (for example the effects on people of the increase in power
of overhead lines, and the increase in health hazards of expanding the current
substation to students of the Deephaven Elementary School and the surrounding
community… the meeting just gave the approximate size of a new substation.  It
appeared to me the public was more concerned with the health impact than the increase
in size of the substation).


2. Environmental impact.
3. Cost differences of the three proposals.


 
Anything less than complete disclosure of the three proposals, before a final decision is made,
would definitely raise suspicion on how the decision for the project was reached.
 
I am also interested in how long has this project been in the planning stage?  And more
important, why was the public given less than 30 days to respond with comments and/or
objections?
 
Your immediate attention to this vital matter would be greatly appreciated.
 
Scott Winnick
4680 Old Kent Road
Deephaven, MN 55331
952-470-2052
 
 
Scott Winnick
S&W Property Management
swprop@kswhc.com
952-470-2055
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From: Bill Darusmont
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: XCEL Energy proposal for power lines
Date: Wednesday, July 18, 2012 4:16:41 PM


Dear Mr. Birkholz, 


After looking at the two routes I believe going up Vine Hill would be the best since it would not affect
views of Minnetonka Blvd (or anywhere else). SInce the eight towns are working to turn the lake into
more of a resort area anything that can be done to make that project better should be done. It is also
the straightest route.


I had hoped to attend the meeting but will be unable to do so.


Thank you for your consideration,


William and Marybeth Darusmont
21955 Minnetonka Blvd. #4
Greenwood, MN 55331
952-353-4732
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From: vinehill1@aol.com
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: RE: Scott County – Westgate 69kV – 115kV Transmission Project
Date: Tuesday, July 31, 2012 2:41:00 PM


Dear Mr. Birkholz:
 
Our names are Jeff and Cathy Davenport.
We live at 4726 Vine Hill Road, Deephaven, MN 55331
 
We wish to express our concerns regarding the alternate route proposed in the application as
well as some potential concerns with the proposed route as applied for by Xcel.
 
First, as homeowners on Vine Hill Road we are deeply concerned about what we believe
would be devastating effects to our neighborhood property values and aesthetics from the
easement expansion and deforestation that would be required by the alternate route proposal. 
Furthermore, we look at this as an overall impact to the City of Deephaven as a whole.  Vine
Hill Road is the “gateway” to Deephaven from the south and as such has a very special feel
and ambience, if you will, that would be negatively impacted by the proposed alternate route
in the application.
 
Secondly, in regard to the route as applied for by Xcel, we noted the potential health concerns
that were raised in the public scoping meetings held at Minnetonka High School regarding
the proximity of the proposed High Voltage Transmission Line (“HVTL”) to several of the
Minnetonka School District properties.  This proximity concern we believe impacts at least
four school properties including Minnetonka Middle School West, Excelsior Elementary,
Deephaven Elementary and Scenic Heights Elementary. 
 
These concerns lead us to the conclusion that one of the alternatives suggested in the public
scoping meetings by Keith Stuessi of  Greenwood and Scott Sandstrom of Deephaven would
be preferable to either the proposed route as applied for or the alternate route as included in
the application.  These gentlemen proposed re-routing the HVTL along MN Hwy 5 through
Chanhassen and Eden Prairie where Xcel already has the easements and infrastructure in
place.  No one’s property would be impacted and school properties would be avoided all
together.
 
We sincerely hope that you will give serious consideration to the suggested alternate route
proposed by Mr. Stuessi and Mr. Sandstrom.
 
Thank you for your careful consideration throughout this process.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff and Cathy Davenport
4726 Vine Hill Road
Deephaven, MN  55331
(952) 380-1965
vinehill1@aol.com
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From: Frecklecity@aol.com
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Vine Hill Road, Deephaven project
Date: Wednesday, August 01, 2012 8:03:32 PM


Dear Mr. Birkholz,
 
Please lead by example. As a company, you have the opportunity to bring us into the future in a
positive way. By choosing a thoughtful answer to the controversial problem that effects Vine Hill Road
and surrounding neighborhoods, you will show the state and communities involved your resolve to find
the smartest and greenest solution in making your upgrades -- utilizing an alternative route along Hwy 7
where fewer people reside For health reasons alone, Deephaven is not a viable choice due to the
concentration of people living here. Highway 7 is less populated and in large part all commercial.
Routing the transmission lines there would not alter the nature or functionality of the highway.
Conversely, widening Vine Hill Road and increasing the wattages along that corridor would greatly
change the health, nature and environment of the century-old bedroom community of Deephaven and
Lake Minnetonka gateway. To demolish everything in your path by taking what appears to be the
"easiest route" will only lead to further complications for you as time goes on. Easy is not best when it
effects the health and safety of thousands of lives. Please consider the long-range ramifications in
terms of health and beauty before destroying such a treasured Minnesota jewel.
 
Another alternative for the project, without leaving a damaging scar that would last forever, is to bury
the transmission lines.
 
Still, a better idea is to relocate the substation altogether. Directly across from Deephaven Elementary
school is no place for a substation of any sort.
 
Thank you for your consideration in this important matter.
 
Catherine Dolan
20500 Linden Road
Deephaven, MN 55331
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From: Andy,Gingie and Emma
To: Birkholz, David (COMM)
Subject: Proposed SWTC 69kV to 115kV Transmission Line Upgrade
Date: Wednesday, August 01, 2012 9:37:09 PM


To Whom It May Concern:


This letter is written to express my concern for the way this project is being directed.


From the information that I gathered from the public meetings and literature provided to the public on
this transmission line proposal, it seems apparent that if the need does not already exist , it will in the
near future. That said, I  assume that the evaluations for such remarks have been justified by some
credible research/statistical analysis .


One of my concerns is that I hope that this upgrade is really meant to benefit the communities that it is
impacting and not to feed others further down the line.


I also feel that the parameters that were set for this project were very limited.


The largest assumption it seems is that the upgrades need to be between the set existing substations in
Excelsior and Deephaven. It seems that if the Deephaven substation needs to have it's footprint
changed to handle such an upgrade, that at least some thought should have been put into considering
that this may be the time to move the station into an area that is not so residential. 


Since the Deephaven substation is proposed for upgrade anyway, has any consideration been placed
into moving the substation to another location, such as the old K-Mart parking lot on the corned of Hwy
7 and 101? It seems that such a large underdeveloped area that has been vacant for so long and on a
direct line with a major existing infrastructure element such as Hwy 7 would be an ideal location to
establish a new substation. This would also allow for easier access to the proposed  upgrades as well as
future upgrades to the transmission lines along the same corridor as the established highway
infrastructure. I think that if it is predicted that the need will be great in the near future, it could also
be assumed that it will be even greater again overtime. It would be great to take the forward thinking
of maintaining as well as staying in tune with our anticipated needs to another level… and being
prepared if such a need arises again by having the anticipated lines in place in such a way that it would
not have the same residential impact that we are now anticipating.


I was also surprised that the parents of the children who are attending he schools along the lines
proposed were not informed of such a proposal. That said, this may be a school administration issue to
inform or not, since I assume they were given notice in general as "neighbor" to such a proposed
project.
However, there is some concern about exposure to high voltage transmissions and certain health
concerns… even if not totally founded in science, there are political implications to such ideas. I do think
that every effort should be given to inform those impacted the most with these upgrades to get the
information on such topics so they can make informed decisions on how they stand on such issues.


I hope that my comments will be taken with some serious consideration since I know I am not alone in
my train of thoughts.


Sincerely,


Dr. Andrew Doroschak


4490 Eastwood Rd
Deephaven, MN 55345


(952)470-7358



mailto:adoroschak@comcast.net

mailto:david.birkholz@state.mn.us







