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167.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #167
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168.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlementsand human health and safety are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in 
Section 5.0 of the EIS.

FEIS ID #168
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From: Joanna Lange
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: MN-IA 345kV project
Date: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 9:36:35 PM

I am Mark Lange, co-owner and resident representing LangeSons, Inc. We are a 130-
140 cow Dairy operation with an additional 130 replacement heifers and 50 steers
 located two miles north of Sherburn, Minnesota, in section 30 of Fox Lake township
 in Martin County.

I am opposed to proposed Route B of the 345 Transmission project due to the
 proximity of its location to my residence, my mother's residence, and our Dairy
 operation.

As my family has farmed this land for 3 generations, I am very familiar with the soil
 structure and types and the adjacent wildlife management area. Understanding the
 proposed route width allows for 1,000 feet due to variability of soil types and the lay
 of the land, this line is likely to be placed in the northern portion of the route width
 allowance, which would be directly along side of our family "home" farm. Dairy
 industry research as well as my own experience have proven that stray voltage has
 detrimental effects on livestock operations. Close proximity to high voltage power
 transmission negatively impacts milk production, reproductive cycles, calf health and
 mortality.

Under Minnesota statute 216E.12 Eminent Domain Powers, also know as the "Buy
 the Farm" law, ITC would be required to buy our entire Dairy and surrounding
 farmland, as well as provide for relocation and compensation for disruption to our
 business and livelihood. These expenses would be a significant additional cost to the
 ITC project which do not appear to be included in the original cost estimations.
 Relocation of an operational Dairy Farm, which provides a primary income source for
 4 households as well as supportive economic resources for local businesses, would
 require additional land purchase, suitable buildings and infrastructure.

Thank you for your consideration in opposition to proposed Route B,
Mark Lange
788 140th Street
Sherburn, MN 67171

FEIS ID #169

169-3
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169-1.

Your objection to route B is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

169-2. 

Section 5.4.1 of the EIS discusses the potential impacts to livestock and mitigation measures.

169-3. 

Section 3.8.1 of the EIS discusses the “Buy the Farm” statute. Your comments regarding increased costs to the 
project related to the potential use of this statute are noted and included in the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #169
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170.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlementsare discussed along with potential mitigation measures in Section 5.0 of the EIS.

FEIS ID #170
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171.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlementsand human health and safety are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in 
Section 5.0 of the EIS.

FEIS ID #171
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172.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlement are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in Section 5.0 of the EIS. Note that 
none of the routes, route alternatives or route variations under consideration will require displacement of 
residents.

FEIS ID #172
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173.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlement are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in Section 5.0 of the EIS. Note that 
none of the routes, route alternatives or route variations under consideration will require displacement of 
residents.

FEIS ID #173
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From: Laven, Joshua
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: ITC Midwest MN/IA 345 kV line
Date: Friday, May 09, 2014 10:59:20 AM

Good morning,
I’m writing this morning to express some concerns to the proposed ITC 345kv line construction in
 southern Minnesota and northern Iowa.  While I agree that the aging transmission system needs
 improvement to maintain reliability and sustainability, I do not agree that this proposal is the best
 one.  I cannot understand why the existing 161kv line from Lakefield Junction to Fox Lake to Rutland
 and eventually to Winnebago can’t be uprated to handle increased loads.  In fact, most of this line
 went through a major uprate in the 2010/2011 timeframe.  New structures and larger conductors
 were added to enable more capacity to be moved along.  The MISO public website has spreadsheets
 that show this particular line forecasted to  be uprated by 2030 to a possible 765kv.  I understand
 that forecasts are one thing, but the point being if we can update and uprate current switchyards,
 structures, conductors, etc.  why not make those changes now instead of adding all new right of
 ways, substations, and the like.  This would, obviously, have lowest impact on the environment as
 these areas have been utilized for the last 60 + years.  There are brilliant people in the industry that
 are capable of making such projects possible and cost effective.  The outages that would be
 required to make these changes would be minimal given the number of redundant circuits that
 could be utilized to complete the project.  In fact, they were utilized a couple of short years ago
  when  the new structures, lines, and conductors were added.  To me, finish updating/uprating the
 current 161kv makes so much sense all the way around.  It would be the most cost effective, time
 efficient, environmentally conscience project to ensure reliability, sustainability, and security that all
 of us expect our electrical system to be.  I work in the generation side of this business and we are
 continually driven to maintain those same principles for our customers.  I think most would agree
 that scrapping complete sites and building on brand new green sites is not always, necessarily, the
 best route to pursue.
Thank you for your time.
 

Joshua S Laven
 

FEIS ID #174

174
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174.

Whether reconstructing the existing 161 kV transmission lines with new, higher capacity conductors satisfies 
the project need at lower cost than the proposed project is a question to be answered by the Commission’s 
in its certificate of need decision and is outside the scope of the EIS (Appendix A). Section 4.5.2 of the EIS 
discusses the potential human and environmental impacts of upgrading the existing 161 kV line.  

FEIS ID #174
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175.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlement are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in Section 5.0 of the EIS. Note that 
none of the routes, route alternatives or route variations under consideration will require displacement of 
residents.

FEIS ID #175
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176.

Your preference for utilizing the existing 161 kV line for the project between Blue Earth and the Iowa border is 
noted and included in the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #176
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177.

Your routing preferences are noted and included in the record for this EIS.
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178.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlements are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in Section 5.0 of the EIS. 

FEIS ID #178
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FEIS ID #179

179.

Your objection to the specified alignment is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Section 5.3.4 of the 
EIS discusses potential induced voltage impacts and mitigation measures. 
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Your objection to routing on the north side of Interstate 90 is noted and included in the record for this EIS.
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181.

Your objection to the project is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to human 
settlements and human health and safety are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in Section 
5.0 of the EIS. Note that none of the routes, route alternatives or route variations under consideration will 
cause displacement of schools or require school closures.

FEIS ID #181
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182.

Your objection to the project is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to human 
settlements and human health and safety are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in Section 
5.0 of the EIS. Note that none of the routes, route alternatives or route variations under consideration will 
cause displacement of schools or require school closures.

FEIS ID #182
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183.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #183
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184.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlements are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in Section 5.0 of the EIS. 

FEIS ID #184
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185.

Your objection to routing near the Sherburn Assembly of God Regional Worship Center is noted and included 
in the record for this EIS. Section 5.3 of the EIS discusses the potential health and safety impacts of the project 
and mitigation measures.

FEIS ID #185
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From: Janet
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: Public Comment - DEIS - #ET6675/TL-12-1337 and ET6675/CN-12-1053
Date: Sunday, May 04, 2014 2:20:41 PM
Attachments: SENDER_EMAILjloos@midco@@net.png

FREE Animations for your email Click Here!

Dear Mr. Kirsch:

I have attend recent public meetings and understand an alternate route
 has been considered for the planned transmission line near Sherburn,
 MN.  I would strongly hope that you will consider alternate route A,
mostly because it would cross the north lawn of the Assembly of God
 Church.  I have been a member there for 44 years and have worked on
 staff there since 1978 (retired Dec. 31, 2013).  I would hate to see my
 church become unusable.  It is an altogether metal building and the line
 would interfere with our sound system, hearing impaired system, video
 and audio transmission, etc.  This is not to mention the possible harmful
 effects on human life.

Also, the nearness to many businesses and the hesitation of any new
 ones building nearby would make our town a less desirable place to
 locate.  ( And  heaven knows we need new life in our economic area!).

Sincerely,

Janet Loos
Sherburn, MN

FEIS ID #186
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186-1. 

Your preference for Modified route A is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

186-2. 

Section 5.3 of the EIS discusses the potential health impacts of the project and mitigation measures.

186-3. 

Section 5.1 and 5.4 of the EIS discuss potential human and economic impacts of the project and mitigation 
measures.

FEIS ID #186
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From: Janet
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: DOCKET #ET6675/-12-1337 AND et6675/CN-12-1053
Date: Sunday, May 04, 2014 5:33:52 PM
Attachments: SENDER_EMAILjloos@midco@@net.png

FREE Animations for your email Click Here!

Dear Mr. Kirsch:

I am a resident of Sherburn, MN.  I live on the north side of town.  I am a
 member of the Assembly of God Church just north of my house.  I ask
 that you not run your high power electrical line near our church building
 nor our Martin County West schools which are just across the street -
 near our church.  Please choose alternate route A.  Doing so would
 make our church building unusable since it an all-metal building.

Sincerely,

Don Loos
Sherburn, MN

FEIS ID #187
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187.

Your preference for Modified route A is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #187
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188-1.

Your preference for Modified Route A, FL-2, FL-3. or FL-4 is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

188-2. 

Section 5.4.4 of the EIS discusses potential induced voltage impacts and mitigation measures. The 
Commission’s generic route permit template requires permittees to ground all metallic objects on or off the 
right-of-way of the transmission line (Appendix B2, Section 4.7). Accordingly, no impacts due to induced 
voltage are anticipated with the project. Section 5.1.6 of the EIS discusses potential impacts to electronic 
communications. The Commission’s generic route permit template requires permittees to restore impaired 
communications or provide equivalent communications if impacts due to the transmission line occur. Thus, no 
impacts to electronic communications are anticipated with the project. 

FEIS ID #188
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From: Loos, Steven
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: 345 kv line
Date: Friday, May 09, 2014 8:59:23 AM

Raymond, Just a short note to send about the 345kv line. I don’t think there is really a NEED for this
 line. I think the existing 161kv line could be upgraded without any impact at all while making the
 capacity higher. ITC already has the right of way.( that minimizes “adverse
human and environmental impact[s]”) This is a short statement right out of the rules-I think that
 going into Sherburn adversely affects humans there-especially at the north end of town.  If there is
 really a NEED to build this line then at least keep it out of our small town. From the beginning there
 has been deception by ITC as the church located in Sherburn was never on any of the maps. Thanks,
 Steve Loos
 
Steve Loos
Fox Lake Plant
Sherburn, MN 56171
507-764-1223
steveloos@alliantenergy.com
 

FEIS ID #189
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189-1. 

Your comment is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

189-2. 

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

189-3. 

Your comment is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #189
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190.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #190
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191.

Your objection to placing the line near the Assembly of God regional worship center is noted and included in 
the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #191

667



ITCM Minnesota – Iowa 345 kV Transmission Line Project: Final Environmental Impact Statement

Appendix M Comments and Responses

From: Michael Lyon
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: MN to IA 345 KV Transmission Line Project
Date: Thursday, May 08, 2014 6:07:54 PM

Docket Nos. ET6675/TL-12-1337 and ET6675/CN-12-1053
 
I am asking you to strongly consider keeping the transmission line routed North of I-90 instead
 of South.  I am concerned it would be too close to our fire station and may interfere with our
 radio communications.
 
Thanks for your consideration,
 
Michael Lyon
Fire Chief
Sherburn Fire Department

FEIS ID #192

192-2

192-1
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192-1. 

Your preference for routing on the north side of Interstate 90 is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

192-2. 

Section 5.1.6 of the EIS discusses potential impacts to electronic communications. The Commission’s generic 
route permit template requires permittees to restore impaired communications or provide equivalent 
communications if impacts due to the transmission line occur. Thus, no impacts to electronic communications 
are anticipated with the project. 

FEIS ID #192
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193.

Your objection to Route alternative I90-5 Options 1 and 2, and preference for modified route A are noted and 
included in the record for this EIS. The issues you have identified, including proximity to homes and potential 
impacts to human settlement, property values, human health, and aesthetics are addressed along with 
potential mitigation measures in Section 5.0 of the EIS

FEIS ID #193
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From: Doug Mammenga
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: New Power Lines near Sherburn, MN
Date: Thursday, May 08, 2014 7:19:30 PM

Dr. Mr. Kirsch,
I am writing to you in regard to the issue of the new power lines that may be going through
 Sherburn, MN.  I don’t understand why you would even consider this in the area that you
 want.  Have you personally looked at the area that this would affect?  Is this something that
 you would want to run through your backyard and expose your family to?  You may feel you
 have all the information needed to deem this “safe”, but because I have worked in the
 healthcare field (Radiology), I can tell you that what is “safe” today, is a lawsuit being
 advertised on the TV tomorrow.  Are you aware of the proximity of the power line to the
 schools in Sherburn?  Do you know for a fact, that in future years, that my child will not have
 to pay the price for poor decisions and ignorant government officials that won’t listen?   In
 healthcare, the goal of medical personnel has always been to make sure that all people will be
 treated with the same care and respect that would be given to our own family.  This is the
 same standard that we expect from our government officials, and deserve from our
 government officials.  When decisions like this are going to be made, everyone making the
 decision should be asking themselves if this is something that they would want in their own
 back yard, and would feel comfortable with it.  If they are being honest with themselves, and
 say “yes” they wouldn’t mind it in their backyard, but are thinking “heck no”, then it is telling
 me that these people have a double standard, and are really not in our state government
 to “Help” the citizens of the state of Minnesota, are they????  Please, reconsider your
 decision.  Thank you.
 

FEIS ID #194

672



ITCM Minnesota – Iowa 345 kV Transmission Line Project: Final Environmental Impact Statement

Appendix M Comments and Responses

194.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #194
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195.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #195
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FEIS ID #196

196-1. 

Section 5.1 and Appendix G of the EIS discuss potential property value impacts and mitigation measures.

196-2. 

Section 5.4.1 of the EIS discusses potential impacts to agriculture and mitigation measures.

196-3. 

Your preference that the I90-3 alignment be modified, if selected, is noted and included in the record for this 
EIS.

196-4. 

Your objection to route alternatives I90-4 and I90-5 Options 1 and 2 is noted and included in the record for 
this EIS.
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FEIS ID #196

196-5.

Your preference for the I-90-5 Option 2, if the I-90-5 route is selected, is noted and included in the record for 
this EIS.
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197.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlements are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in Section 5.0 of the EIS. 

FEIS ID #197
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198.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlements are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in Section 5.0 of the EIS. 

FEIS ID #198
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199.

Your objection to route alternative I90-5 Options 1 and 2, and preference for modified route A are noted and 
included in the record for this EIS. The issues you have identified, including proximity to homes and potential 
impacts to human settlement, property values, human health, and aesthetics are addressed along with 
potential mitigation measures in Section 5.0 of the EIS

FEIS ID #199
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200.

Your objection to routing near the Sherburn Assembly of God Regional Worship Center is noted and included 
in the record for this EIS. Section 5.3 of the EIS discusses the potential health and safety impacts of the project 
and mitigation measures.

FEIS ID #200
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201.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #201
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From: Pat McConnell
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: RE: Power line
Date: Friday, May 02, 2014 4:58:10 AM

 

 From: mnroadstar@live.com
To: scott.ek@state.mn.us
Subject: RE: Power line
Date: Fri, 2 May 2014 04:56:11 -0500

 

 From: mnroadstar@live.com

I would like to keep the power line on the south side of Interstate  90 as it passes through
 Sherburn MN.  I live on the north side of I90 and have one Large Power line very close to
 my property, close enough to throw a shadow on my property. I did not complain when
 they built that one. Also Fox Lake power plant is to be decommissioned in the near future
 and no doubt Alliant will want to build an new one considering the existing gas line and
 substations. My home is west of Fox Lake Power Plant. 
 
Patrick McConnell
1255 76th Street
Sherburn MN 56171

FEIS ID #202

692



ITCM Minnesota – Iowa 345 kV Transmission Line Project: Final Environmental Impact Statement

Appendix M Comments and Responses

202.

Your preference for routing south of I-90 near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #202
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203.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlements and human health and safety are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in 
Section 5.0 of the EIS. 

FEIS ID #203
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204.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
health and safety are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in Section 5.3 of the EIS. 

FEIS ID #204
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205.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlements and human health and safety are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in 
Section 5.0 of the EIS. 

FEIS ID #205
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206.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #206
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207.

Your comment is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #207
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208.

Your preference for modified route A is noted and included in the record for this EIS.
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Mr. Raymond Kirsch
Minnesota Department of Commerce
85 7th Place East, Suite 500
St. Paul, MN 55101

April 23, 2014

Dear Mr. Kirsch,

Thank you for hearing and reading our concerns.  We realize that any final decisions 
are yet to be made and want to express that our concerns presented at the last public 
hearing have helped in drafting the Environmental Impact Study and the alternatives 
listed herein.  We are also very much aware of the Testimonies offered at the Public 
Utilities hearing on February 24, 2014 and the “Modified Route A” offered at that time 
that will address all of our concerns, but not all of the concerns for all of the people 
involved.

Let me address our concerns as listed in the DEIS.

1. Section 2.1.1 Paragraph 4 States:
No comments were received during the scoping process that proposed an 
alternative to ITCM’s transmission line project that could meet the project’s stated 
need. Accordingly, the system alternatives evaluated in this EIS are those 
required by Minnesota Rules, part 7849.1500. These alternatives are included in 
the Department’s scoping decision for this EIS, issued on October 14, 2013 
(Appendix A).

In speaking to one of the members of the local task force there were 7 
alternatives to Route A that were submitted. These 7 alternatives are dismisses 
and not discussed further than to say “No comments were received during the 
scoping process that proposed an alternative to ITCM’s transmission line project 
that could meet the project’s stated need.”  Since it is not always possible to get 
all the documentation it would be nice if Appendix A of the scoping decision that 
is notated here would be included in this document as it leaves the impression it 
is hidden from the public.

209-1
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209-1. 

Appendix A of the EIS is the Department’s scoping decision for this project. The routing options suggested by 
the advisory task force are discussed and included in the scoping decision. The quoted sentence from Section 
2.1.1 refers to system alternatives, rather than routing alternatives. System alternatives are alternatives to 
the project itself - alternatives that differ in size, type, of timing from the proposed project, e.g., an electrical 
generating plant instead of a transmission line. Routing alternatives are alternative ways to route the proposed 
transmission line.
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2. Section 2.1.3 C.

Certificate of Need Decision 
In making a decision on ITCM’s CN application, the Commission must determine 
whether ITCM’s project is needed, or whether some other project would be more 
appropriate for the State of Minnesota, e.g., a project of a different type or size. 
The Commission must consider whether the need for the project can be better 
met through conservation measures or through the use of renewable resources 
(Minnesota Statutes, section 216B.2422 and Minnesota Statutes, section 
216B.243). Minnesota Rules, part 7849.0120 provides the following criteria that 
must be met in order for a CN to be granted for ITCM’s proposed project:

Paragraph c States: By a preponderance of the evidence on the record, the 
proposed facility, or a suitable modification of the facility, will provide benefits to 
society in a manner compatible with protecting the natural and socioeconomic 
environments, including human health; and

I would like to note that placing the line on Route A places the human health of 
the parishioners of Regional Worship Center in danger, and does not protect the 
socioeconomic environment of our church.  Based on information gathered by 
Miss Murphy, my own study of the EIS charts and information the church would 
become a unsafe zone for many elderly and children, there by damaging the 
socio environment.

As an employer in Sherburn and a buyer of goods and services if the church is 
forced to close and move because of the placement of the power line on route A 
there will be damage to the economic-environment in the loss of taxes paid and 
purchases made within the community.

3. Section 3.6, Table 3-1

 

209-2
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209-2. 

Your objection to the specified route is noted and included in the record for this EIS.
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Table 3-1 shows many alternative routes. Based solely on the data in the EIS that we 
are discussing we would strongly support variations FL-2, FL- 3, or FL-4 for Fox Lake;
or as introduced at the Direct Testimony meeting on February 24, 2014 Modified Route 
A. as appropriate and acceptable to Regional Worship Center

4. Appendix B-1 Section 4.7
4.7.1 Grounding
The Permittee shall design, construct, and operate the transmission line in a 
manner so that the maximum induced steady-state short-circuit current shall be 
limited to five milliamperes root mean square (rms) alternating current between 
the ground and any nonstationary object within the right-of-way, including but not 
limited to large motor vehicles and agricultural equipment. All fixed metallic 
objects on or off the right-of-way, except electric fences that parallel or cross the 
right-of-way, shall be grounded to the extent necessary to limit the induced short-
circuit current between ground and the object so as not to exceed one 
milliampere rms under steady state conditions of the transmission line and to 
comply with the ground fault conditions specified in the NESC. The Permittee
shall address and rectify any induced current problems that arise during 
transmission line operation.

Our concern here is that with the present location of Route A our building is 
within 120 feet of the route.  It is an all steel construction.  Steel girders, steel 
roof, steel studs, steel drop ceiling construction, steel screws and bolts holding it 
together, along with multiple electronic appliances contained therein.  Does ITC 
Midwest have a solution if Route A is selected for the mitigation of issues for the 
church building?  If the answer is Modified Route A we support that decision.

4.7.3 Interference with Communication Devices
If interference with radio or television, satellite, wireless internet, GPS-based 
agriculture navigation systems or other communication devices is caused by the 
presence or operation of the transmission line, the Permittee shall take whatever 
action is feasible to restore or provide reception equivalent to reception levels in 
the immediate area just prior to the construction of the line.

209-4

209-3
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209-3. 

Your preference for the specified routes is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

209-4. 

Section 5.4.4 of the EIS discusses potential induced voltage impacts and mitigation measures. The 
Commission’s generic route permit template requires permittees to ground all metallic objects on or off the 
right-of-way of the transmission line (Appendix B2, Section 4.7). Accordingly, no impacts due to induced 
voltage are anticipated with the project. Section 5.1.6 of the EIS discusses potential impacts to electronic 
communications. The Commission’s generic route permit template requires permittees to restore impaired 
communications or provide equivalent communications if impacts due to the transmission line occur. Thus, no 
impacts to electronic communications are anticipated with the project.
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Is ITC Midwest aware of and ready to deal with these issues if Route A is 
selected as it relates to the church? If, and If is a big word here because of the 
location of Route A in reference to the church, if the church is useable after the 
construction ITC Midwest will need to provide protection and solutions for the 
following within the building:

a. Audio transmission equipment for Public Address
b. Audio Transmission equipment for Hearing Impaired via low-frequency 

radio
c. Internal video transmission for video of the services in nursery and 

kitchen areas of the church.
d. Video projection via cable to the front of the church for the display of 

sermon notes and songs.
e. Wireless transmissions for internet use
f. Wireless transmissions for cellular telephone (we already have many 

issues here. Adding this much EMF cannot be conducive to better 
reception.)

5. Section 5
Section 5: Paragraph 3 Sentence #1 
Long-term impacts can exist for the life of the project and may include aesthetic 
impacts, health impacts, economic impacts, land use restrictions and impacts to 
flora and fauna.

I ask that you keep this sentence in mind when considering the final location as it 
relates to health impacts. Photo 6.1 places the church within 120 feet of Route A

Section 5.1 Paragraph 1 and 2

Human Settlements

Transmission lines have the potential to negatively impact human settlements 
through a variety of means. Transmission line structures and conductors could 
change the aesthetics of the project area, displace homes or businesses, 
introduce new noise sources, lower property values, be incompatible with local 
zoning and interfere with electronic communications. 
Impacts to human settlements resulting from the project are anticipated to be 
minimal. Impacts to human settlements could be minimized by prudent routing 
(i.e., by choosing routes and alignments that avoid residences, businesses and 
other places where citizens congregate). Impacts could also be mitigated by 

209-6

209-5
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Please see response to comment 209-4.

209-6. 

Your objection to the specified route is noted and included in the record for this EIS.
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limiting the aesthetic impacts to the structures themselves, and by the use of 
structures which are, to the extent possible, harmonious with human settlements 
and activities.

We need full consideration of this passage as it relates to the Church and the 
location thereof. We are a place where people congregate on a regular basis not 
only for worship but for community events and our facilities are used by various 
groups for training, meetings, for funerals outside our church family and 
weddings.  We must have a building that is free from the impact of Route A.

5.1.2 Displacement 

For electrical safety code and maintenance reasons, utilities generally do not 
allow residences or other buildings within the ROW of a transmission line. Any 
residences or other buildings located within a proposed ROW are generally 
removed, or “displaced.” Displacements are relatively rare and are more likely to 
occur in densely populated areas where avoiding all residences and businesses 
is not always feasible. 

As is discussed further in Section 6.0, there are no residences or other buildings 
within the ROWs of the routes, route alternatives, and route variations studied in 
this EIS. There are some residences and buildings (e.g., farm structures and 
animal sheds) that are near the ROW. However, the project area is relatively 
sparsely populated, and adequate space is generally available to allow the 
alignment of the transmission line to be adjusted so that no buildings would, 
ultimately, be located within the ROW. Therefore, no displacements are 
anticipated as a result of the project.

The statement of Paragraph 2 There are some residences and buildings (e.g., 
farm structures and animal sheds) that are near the ROW. Is blatantly inaccurate 
according to Photo 6.1, there is a church 120 feet from the route, not the route 
width and not the ROW. There is approximately 280feet of backyard from the 
church building to the I-90 ROW.  Placing the Route A structures and lines 100 
feet from the I-90 ROW as required places the church approximately 180 feet 
from the lines.  If a tower, 190’ feet tall was to topple it could conceivably strike
the church.

209-8

209-7
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209-7. 

Your objection to the specified route is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

209-8. 

Figure 6-1 of the EIS notes that the Sherburn Assembly of God Regional Worship Center is 120 feet from 
the anticipated alignment of route A. The ROW width for the 345 kV line is 200 feet, extending 100 feet on 
either side from the anticipated alignment. Thus, the worship center is 20 feet outside of the anticipated ROW 
for route A. Thus, with respect to the worship center, the quoted sentences from Section 5.1.2 of the EIS are 
correct. The predicted noise levels for operation of the project (Appendix F) are less than 40 dBA at the edge 
of the transmission line ROW (Table F-3). This is similar to the noise level found in a household bedroom. 
Construction noise levels would be higher (Table F-2), but these levels are anticipated to be intermittent and 
temporary. See Section 5.1.3 of the EIS.
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To achieve a route width of 1,000 feet as proposed the church, the Kum and Go 
gas station, and the feed and seed company located south of the church would
all be in the direct route width and conceivable be displaced.

Additionally Appendix F-20 shows there would be 68 dBA of noise from the line 
during 7 – 10 pm, more during the day and that the noise level would be that of a 
vacuum cleaner running.  Noise at this level will make it impossible to congregate 
outdoors, the proximity of the line if route A is selected will make it too loud to 
conduct outdoor activities on the property. It is tough enough to have an outdoor 
event when dealing with highway noise, to include transmission noise it would 
make such things impossible. It should be noted that with the line so close to the 
church outside activities for youth and children would have to be curtailed to 
protect them from the health risks associated with over exposure to the Magnetic 
Field as well as potential stray voltage, etc, etc, etc.

5.1.6 Electronic Interference 

Electronic interference could result from electromagnetic noise created by the 
ionization of air molecules surrounding conductors. This ionization is commonly 
known as corona. Interference could also result from transmission-line poles 
which block line-of-sight communications. This section summarizes the potential 
impacts of the project on electronic communication and similar devices, including 
radios, televisions and microwave communications. Global positioning system 
(GPS)-based agricultural navigation systems are discussed in Section 5.4.1, and 
medical electronic devices are discussed in Section 5.3.2. 
No impacts to electronic devices are anticipated as a result of the project.

We object to this blanket statement as there is no data presented as to how these 
lines might impact our equipment, sound equipment internal video, internal video 
projection, internal broadcast for the hearing impaired, wireless microphones and 
other electronic equipment.

5.2.1 Roadways 
The primary roadways within the project area include U.S. Interstate 90 (I-90), 
U.S. Highway 71, State Highway 4 and State Highway 15. As shown on Map 3-4, 
portions of some route alternatives would run parallel to or across I-90, which 
extends west to east through Jackson, Martin and Faribault counties. All route 

209-9

209-8 
continued
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Section 5.1.6 of the EIS discusses a variety of electronic communications and communication devices. It is not 
an exhaustive list. However, the Commission’s generic route permit template requires permittees to restore 
impaired communications or provide equivalent communications if impacts due to the transmission line occur. 
Thus, no impacts to electronic communications are anticipated with the project.
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alternatives also have some portions that would run parallel to or cross county 
and township roads.

We would like to again express our concern here that if the Route placement is 
within 120 feet of the building and the minimum pole height is 130’ and a 
maximum of 190’ if there was a catastrophic failure and if Route A is approved 
and a pole is within the radius of such a pole length to the church the church 
could become energized by a fallen transmission line and the resulting effect is 
the death of anyone in the building as the building becomes energized with 
electricity beyond the ability of the human body to withstand. Modified Route A 
becomes an imperative for our church family.

Section 5.2.4 Paragraph 7:

Mitigation – Airports (paragraph 2)

Using appropriate setback distances could also mitigate effects on navigational 
aids like VORs. FAA Order 6820.10 specifies that overhead transmission lines 
should be more than 1,200 feet away from a navigational aid to avoid electronic 
interference.

To insure no interference with our equipment a buffer of 1200 feet would be 
appreciated as well

5.3.2 Implantable Medical Devices

Electromechanical implantable medical devices, such as cardiac pacemakers, 
implantable cardioverter defibrillators (ICDs), neurostimulators and insulin pumps 
may be subject to interference from electric and magnetic fields, which could 
mistakenly trigger a device or inhibit it from responding appropriately

If Route A is selected we may have to post a sign on the church entrance that 
suggests people with the above mentioned devices enter at their own risk.  It 
might do wonders for our funeral business but hardly the reputation we would 
want. At present we have parishioners with older pacemakers, one on oxygen
24/7 (not impacted unless there is a stray voltage spark, then we have a real 
problem) hearing aids and possible other items that I am unaware of that could 
be impacted.  You can say the hearing aids won’t be impacted and be accurate,

209-12

209-11

209-10
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209-10. 

Transmission line do carry tremendous amounts of electrical energy and though failure of a transmission 
line structure is rare, such a failure could occur. As discussed in Section 5.3 of the EIS, the project will include 
protective equipment (circuit breakers and relays) that would de-energize the line should a structure failure 
occur resulting in the transmission line falling to the ground. 

209-11. 

Please see response to comment 209-9.

209-12. 

Section 5.3.2 of the EIS describes potential impacts to implantable medical devices. As noted in this section, no 
adverse impacts to such devices are anticipated as a result of the project.
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but the volume of noise will impact the ability to hear as it fills the hearing aid with 
distortions.

5.3.4 Induced Voltage 

The electric field from a transmission line could couple with any conductive object 
in close proximity to the transmission line, such as a vehicle or a metal fence. 
This conductive coupling could induce a voltage on the object, with the 
magnitude of this voltage depending on factors which include the weather, object 
shape, size, orientation and location along the ROW. 

Alternating magnetic fields created by transmission lines could also induce 
currents on conductive objects. If these objects are insulated or semi-insulated 
from the ground and a person touches them, a small current would pass through 
the person’s body to the ground. This might be accompanied by a spark 
discharge and mild shock, similar to what could occur when a person walks 
across a carpet and touches a grounded object or another person.

We are not a metal fence but a metal building, what would the shock factor be
under these circumstances? I am guessing lethal.

5.3.5 Air Quality
Potential air-quality impacts associated with the project come from two primary 
sources: 1) ozone and nitrogen oxide (NOX) emissions from operating the 
facility; and 2) short-term emissions from construction activities.

Have there been any study on how these might impact a congregation of people 
on a given day or any plans to assist asthma and allergen sufferers during 
construction?

5.4 Land-Based Economies and 5.4.1 Agriculture
Comments on how EMF, Stray Voltage etc could impact livestock, i.e. milk 
production in cattle.  If these are concerns for cattle why would you put a line 
over a business and in close proximity to a church?

I just want to urge the adoption of FL-2,FL-3, or FL-4 or Modified Route A.

209-15

209-14

209-13

209-12 
continued
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209-13. 

Please see response to comment 209-4.

209-14. 

Section 5.3.5 of the EIS discusses potential impacts to air quality due to the project. As noted in this section, 
air quality impacts due to construction are anticipated to be minimal and temporary. Potential impacts due to 
operation of the line are anticipated to be negligible.

209-15. 

Your preference for the specified route is noted and included in the record for this EIS.
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Section 6.1 Paragraph 2:

Impacts to human settlements are anticipated to be minimal with aesthetic 
impacts and impacts to private airstrips being the only impacts that could be 
mitigated by routing. Because of their relatively greater transmission line ROW 
sharing, route A-LH and route alternatives I90-1 and I90-2 are anticipated to 
minimize aesthetics impacts. Similarly, route variations JA-2 and A-JA are 
anticipated to minimize aesthetic impacts near the Jackson Municipal Airport. 
Route variations FL-1 and LC-4 are anticipated to minimize aesthetic impacts at 
Fox Lake and Lake Charlotte, respectively.

The impact of Route A on The Assembly of God of Sherburn, MN aka Regional 
Worship Center would not be “minimal”.  Besides items already listed in point #5 
regarding transmissions there is the limiting of the church to expand to develop a 
gym and additional classrooms, to add programs for children such as day care 
and Church based education aka parochial school.  Also limited would be the 
ability to expand the sanctuary to meet future needs.  While the church happens 
to be in a transition time between pastors the owner is still in business as He has 
been for the past 2,000 plus years (that is a light hearted comment).  To place 
the line on Route A will limit this congregation from achieving their vision and 
dream as Regional Worship Center.

Section 6.1 Paragraph 5
Impacts to land-based economies are almost exclusively impacts to 
agricultural operations. Impacts to agricultural operations cannot be avoided; 
however, they can be mitigated and primarily by following existing transmission 
line ROW. Route A-LH is anticipated to minimize impacts on agricultural 
operations, as is route alternative I90-2. Similarly, route variations JA-2 and A-JA 
are anticipated to minimize agricultural impacts near the Jackson Municipal 
Airport. Route variations FL-1 and LC-4 are anticipated to minimize agricultural 
impacts at Fox Lake and Lake Charlotte, respectively.

If Route A is selected without modifications not only will the church be affected 
but a business partner of ours across the road, the Kum and Go gas station 
where we fuel our three vans for the work we do in transporting people to church 
and church activities will also be severely impacted.  The 345kV line will be 
constructed almost on top of their fuel pumps.  Such an alignment will impact
their economies as it will be unsafe to fuel vehicles there.

209-17

209-16
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209-16. 

Section 6.1 of the EIS discusses potential impacts to human settlements as such settlements currently exist. As 
no buildings are, in general and for safe operation of the line, allowed within the ROW of the transmission line 
project, the project could limit the ability of human settlements near the line to expand into the ROW.

209-17. 

Your objection to the specified route is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Section 5.3.4 of the EIS 
discusses potential impacts of induced voltage and mitigation measures.
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If there is any doubt about the volatility of electricity and fuel I propose a visit to 
any major airport where you might observe the fueling of an airplane.  Grounding 
wires are attached each and every time to avoid a spark from static electricity.

It is imperative that this line stay north of I-90 for this church and the Kum and Go 
to survive.

Section 6:1 Photo 6.1 page 92 includes a picture of Regional Worship Center 
with a picture heading and I quote ” The worship center is located approximately 
120 feet from the anticipated alignment of route A-LH. “

Section 6.1.1
Human Settlements Paragraph 1 & 3
As discussed in Section 5.1, impacts to human settlements are assessed by 
looking at a variety of specific elements of human settlements: aesthetics, 
displacement, noise, property values, zoning, land use compatibility and 
electronic interference. Proximity to homes, schools, churches and other human 
settlement features and the extent of ROW sharing are the primary indicators 
that provide information about which routes and route alternatives would best 
minimize impacts to these elements of human settlements. Impacts to the 
relevant element s of human settlements are generally minimized by routes and 
route alternatives that are located away from homes and share ROW with 
existing infrastructure.

• Displacement. No displacements are anticipated because no homes or 
businesses are located within the ROW of the anticipated alignment of any of the 
routes or route alternatives.

Either the church is part of the human settlements or it is not.  You can’t have it 
both ways.  If we are and I contend we are the displacement is inaccurate.  You 
cannot put the ROW within 120 feet of a church and consider it safe

Thank you for considering our thoughts and concerns,
Sincerely,

Rev. Ronald W. Mixer
Interim Pastor
Regional Worship Center
dba The Sherburn Assembly of God

209-18

209-17 
continued
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209-18. 

Please see response to comment 209-8. 
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210.

Your preference for routing on the north side of Interstate 90 is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #210
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211.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlements are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in Section 5.0 of the EIS. 

FEIS ID #211
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212.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Note that none of the 
routes, route alternatives or route variations under consideration will cause displacement of schools or require 
school closures.

FEIS ID #212
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213.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Note that none of the 
routes, route alternatives or route variations under consideration will cause displacement of schools or require 
school closures.

FEIS ID #213
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214.

Your objection to route alternative I90-5 Options 1 and 2, and preference for modified route A are noted and 
included in the record for this EIS. The issues you have identified, including proximity to homes and potential 
impacts to human settlement, property values, human health, and aesthetics are addressed along with 
potential mitigation measures in Section 5.0 of the EIS.

FEIS ID #214
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215. 

Your objection to route alternative I90-5 Options 1 and 2, and preference for modified route A are noted and 
included in the record for this EIS. The issues you have identified, including proximity to homes and potential 
impacts to human settlement, property values, human health, and aesthetics are addressed along with 
potential mitigation measures in Section 5.0 of the EIS

FEIS ID #215
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216.

Your objection to route alternative I90-5 Options 1 and 2 is noted and included in the record for this EIS. 
Potential impacts to property values, human health and safety, aesthetics and wildlife are discussed along with 
potential mitigation measures in Section 5.0 of the EIS.

FEIS ID #216
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217.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Section 5.3 of the EIS 
discusses the potential health impacts of the project and mitigation measures.

FEIS ID #217

741



ITCM Minnesota – Iowa 345 kV Transmission Line Project: Final Environmental Impact Statement

Appendix M Comments and Responses
FEIS ID #218

742



ITCM Minnesota – Iowa 345 kV Transmission Line Project: Final Environmental Impact Statement

Appendix M Comments and Responses

218.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Section 5.3 of the EIS 
discusses the potential health impacts of the project and mitigation measures.

FEIS ID #218
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219.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Section 5.3 of the EIS 
discusses the potential health impacts of the project and mitigation measures.
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220.

Your preference for route B or modified route A and your objection to route variation JA-4 are noted and 
included in the record for this EIS.
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221.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlements and property values are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in Section 5.0 
of the EIS. 

FEIS ID #221
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From: Lynne Mulso
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: Mn to IA 345 kVTransmission Line
Date: Friday, May 09, 2014 4:28:38 PM

re: Docket nos. ET6675/TL-12-1337 and ET6675/CN-12-1053

I would like to state my strong opposition of the placement of this line. It would not be in the
best interest of the city of Sherburn, our school, and the Assembly of God church to have this
line so close to the city. I have serious health concerns for our children who would be
exposed to the rays coming off the lines and to our community for further economic
development to the North;

Please give serious consideration of our citizens first and wildlife last.

Lynne Mulso
203 So. Manyaska St.
Sherburn, MN 56171

FEIS ID #222
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222.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlements and human health and safety are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in 
Section 5.0 of the EIS. 

FEIS ID #222
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From: Bob and Lynne Mulso
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: Mn to IA 345 kVTransmission Line Project
Date: Friday, May 09, 2014 4:19:24 PM

re:  Docket nos. ET6675/TL-12-1337  and ET6675/CN-12-1053
 
I would like to state my strong opposition to the placement of this line just North of Sherburn
 on the south side of I90.   This line would cause health concerns and physical problems for the
 residents, our school, businesses, and the Assembly of God church specifically.  While we do
 need more energy in our world today, the lines should not be at the expense of health of the
 citizens and business in the community.  People concerns should come before the animals
 and birds of the nearby DNR area. 
 
Please consider the health and welfare of our communities first!
 
Robert Mulso
203 So Manyaska St.
Sherburn.

FEIS ID #223
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223.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlements and human health and safety are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in 
Section 5.0 of the EIS. 

FEIS ID #223
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From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: Murphy Mon May 5 10:34:46 2014 ET6675/TL-12-1337
Date: Monday, May 05, 2014 10:34:53 AM

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: ITC Midwest Minnesota to Iowa 345 kV Transmission Line Project

Docket number: ET6675/TL-12-1337

User Name: George & Jean Murphy

County: Faribault County

City: Blue Earth

Email: gjmurphy@bebvcomm.net

Phone: 5075263598

Impact:  First we would like to go on record that we are against this project.  Electricity from this project will not
 benefit citizens locally.  ITC is in it for their monetary gain with little regard for the residents of Faribault and
 Martin Counties.  This is a David and Goliath event with the citizens against corporate.  That said, if the project
 continues, we feel the original plan placing the substation in the Huntley location will affect the least amount of
 Faribault county citizens, with the alternate plan passing very close to Riverside Heights. It sseems DNR land is
 avoided giving more protection to wildlife than  private citizens. We think there are health concerns that are not
 addressed along with the unknown health concerns.

Mitigation: Avoid the Riverside Heights subdivision.

Submission date: Mon May  5 10:34:46 2014

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

FEIS ID #224

224-2

224-1
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224-1. 

Your preference for the proposed Huntley substation location, rather than the alternative southern Huntley 
substation location, is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

224-2. 

Section 5.3 of the EIS discusses the potential health impacts of the project and mitigation measures.

FEIS ID #224
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225-4

225-3

225-1

225-2
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225-1. 

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

225-2. 

Section 5.3 of the EIS discusses the potential health impacts of the project and mitigation measures.

225-3. 

Section 5.1 and Appendix G of the EIS discuss potential property value impacts and mitigation measures.

225-4. 

Your comment is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #225
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226-3

226-2

226-1
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226-1. 

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

226-2. 

Section 5.1 and Appendix G of the EIS discuss potential property value impacts and mitigation measures. 
Section 5.3 of the EIS discusses the potential health impacts of the project and mitigation measures.

226-3. 

Section 5.1.6 of the EIS discusses potential impacts to electronic communications. The Commission’s generic 
route permit template requires permittees to restore impaired communications or provide equivalent 
communications if impacts due to the transmission line occur. Thus, no impacts to electronic communications 
are anticipated with the project.

FEIS ID #226
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227-1.

Your objection to route A is noted and included in the record for this EIS.
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227-2. 

Potential impacts to human settlements and possible mitigation measures are discussed in Section 5.1 of the 
EIS. 

Section 5.3.1 and Appendix H of the EIS discuss that, based on epidemiological studies, there is a correlation 
between childhood leukemia and EMF exposure and no such correlation for adults. These sections of the EIS 
note that a cause and effect relationship has not been established between health impacts and EMF exposure, 
and describe the Commission’s prudent avoidance approach to routing transmission lines. No adverse health 
impacts from EMF are anticipated for persons living or working near the project.

227-3. 

Your preference for modified route A near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

227-4. 

Section 5.1 and Appendix G of the EIS discuss potential property value impacts and mitigation measures.
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227-5

227-7

227-6
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FEIS ID #227

227-5. 

Your preference for modified route A is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

227-6. 

Section 5.3 of the EIS discusses the potential health impacts of the project and mitigation measures. 

227-7. 

The public agencies consulted by ITCM in putting together their application are noted in Table 69 of ITCM’s 
route permit application. Your comment suggesting that ITCM should have consulted the Minnesota 
Department of Health (MDH) in putting together their application is noted and included in the record for this 
EIS.

MDH receives all notices regarding the Commission’s permitting process and has opportunity to participate 
in the process as it believes appropriate. MDH examined the potential health impacts of electric and magnetic 
fields from transmission lines in 2002 when it participated in a state interagency working group on the issue. 
The resulting white paper is discussed and summarized in Appendix H of the EIS.
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227-8. 

Your comment is noted and included in the record for this EIS.
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228.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #228

789



ITCM Minnesota – Iowa 345 kV Transmission Line Project: Final Environmental Impact Statement

Appendix M Comments and Responses

From: Ken Naumann
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: 345 kv transmission line
Date: Thursday, May 01, 2014 12:00:29 PM

I was at the Blue Earth meeting and the most objections came from the line being to close to
 residences. On the final leg of the line to Iowa if you jog west a half mile, you will avoid 3
 places. Going south past a creek, then half a mile west to an abandoned road, the next mile
 south has no residences. This is the Iowa line, going east a mile will take you to the Iowa
 transmission line. This way you don't have to go down the center of the fields.

FEIS ID #229
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229.

Your preferred alignment for the project near the Iowa border is noted and included in the record for this EIS. 

FEIS ID #229
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230.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlement and human health are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in Section 5.0 
of the EIS. Note that none of the routes, route alternatives or route variations under consideration will require 
displacement of residents.

FEIS ID #230
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231.

Your objection to route A is noted and included in the record for this EIS.

FEIS ID #231
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From: Neppl, Kathy
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact
Date: Friday, May 09, 2014 1:34:48 PM

Dear Mr Kirsch,

The Minnesota to Iowa 345kV Transmission Line Project needs to find another route away from the town of
 Sherburn.
I have taught in the Sherburn Elementary Building for the last 34 years and live across the street from the Sherburn
 Elem. building. I know this will harm the children that attend this school and all of the residents of Sherburn.  It is
 not acceptable to endanger these children. I have 2 grandchildren who could be affected by these power lines.
 Please ask yourself, is this  worth their lives? I have already buried a grandson from a genetic disease that was
 unpreventable.  I do not want to have to bury another child from something that could be prevented. Please do the
 right thing.

Thank you,

Kathy Neppl
4th Grade Teacher at Martin County West for 34 years
Resident of Sherburn for 34 years
Parent and Grandparent

331 Park St.
Sherburn, MN 56171

kathy_neppl@martin.k12.mn.us

FEIS ID #232
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232.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Section 5.3 of the EIS 
discusses the potential health impacts of the project and mitigation measures.

FEIS ID #232
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233.

Your objection to routing near homes, particularly homes in Sherburn, is noted and included in the record for 
this EIS. Section 5.3 of the EIS discusses the potential health impacts of the project and mitigation measures.

FEIS ID #233
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234.

Your objection to routing near homes, particularly homes in Sherburn, is noted and included in the record for 
this EIS.

FEIS ID #234
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235.

Your objection to routing near Sherburn is noted and included in the record for this EIS. Potential impacts to 
human settlements are discussed along with potential mitigation measures in Section 5.0 of the EIS. 

FEIS ID #235
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