










From: Schafer, Phil
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: ITC Midwest MN/IA Transmission Line
Date: Friday, May 09, 2014 10:56:36 AM
Attachments: image001.png

              Introduction
              I am Chairman of the Board at Regional Worship Center, Assembly of God Church Sherburn.
              Chairman of the Jay Township Board, Martin County MN
              I am a Region 9 Development Corp Martin County Townships Commissioner, and am on the Board of
 directors at Region 9 Mankato.
              I am a land owner in Jay, Manyaska, and Elm Creek townships, and own a business building in Sherburn
 (less than 500 ft. from proposed route A.
              I served on the Environmental Impact study Committee as a representative of Region 9.
              I am a design engineer for Agco Corp.
              I am a farmer of 210 acres of martin county.
             
My Concerns
             

1.       I see the need for a new transmission Line. I don’t think that need is well stated in these reports. To
 improve our community lifestyle, we must continuously improve our sources of income. Wind is a
 huge source of income, and this line is the conduit to sell our product.

2.       Because of the so called power of the DNR, the proper and safe route for this line is no longer being
  considered. It seems if the DNR says the line is not coming thru their wetlands that that is final.
 Why? That is the safest and most sensible route. What good is a wetland going to do us if all our

 grandkids die of radiation caused diseases? We humans take about a 3rd seat in order of
 importance. Plants and animals seem to be way more important. We need a judge or a governor to
 override this ridiculous ruling. It seems that no one wants to define the end of the DNR’s authority.
 They are not God and need to compromise with us.

3.       I ask that no matter what, this power line does not enter in to the city of Sherburn, or near the RWC
 church.  The people of Sherburn are well organized and will fight this with fury. Wisdom needs to
 prevail, and alternate routes need to be designated.

4.        The donation made by ITC Corp to the Conservation Group, (4 corners wet lands, DNR) in the
 middle of all this process should be investigated as a bribe. That’s what it is.
 
 
Thank You Mr. Kirsch and committee’s for all your hard work. You have done an awesome job with
 the narrow parameters we all get to operate in.
      
Phil Schafer

648 110th street
Sherburn MN 56171
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From: TJ and Stacy Schmidtke
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: Minnesota to Iowa 345kV Transmission Line Project needs to find another route
Date: Friday, May 09, 2014 12:00:27 PM

Mr. Kirsch,

The Minnesota to Iowa 345kV Transmission Line Project needs to find another route away from the town of
 Sherburn.  My husband teaches and coaches in the district and my children will attend school where the proposed
 lines will run.  It is not acceptable to endanger children with the radiation from the power lines.  Ask yourself, would
 you be willing to let your child spend multiple years of their life and countless hours underneath those wires? 
 Knowing that power lines have been proven to increase the risk of different types of cancers!!!  I hope not and that
 is why they need to find a different route for the lines!

Thank You for doing the Right Thing!
 Stacy Schmidtke
 Red Cross Supervisor

mailto:tsschmidtke@hotmail.com
mailto:raymond.kirsch@state.mn.us


From: Schmidtke, Todd
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Date: Friday, May 09, 2014 11:53:02 AM

Mr. Kirsch,

The Minnesota to Iowa 345kV Transmission Line Project needs to find another route away from the town of
 Sherburn.  I teach and coach in the district and my children will attend school where the proposed lines will run.  It
 is not acceptable to endanger children with the radiation from the power lines.  Ask yourself, would you be willing
 to let your child spend multiple years of their life and countless hours underneath those wires?  Knowing that power
 lines have been proven to increase the risk of different types of cancers!!!  I hope not and that is why they need to
 find a different route for the lines!

Thank You for doing the Right Thing!
Todd Schmidtke
4th Grade Teacher
Head Football Coach
Assistant Baseball Coach
Martin County West Schools

mailto:todd_schmidtke@martin.k12.mn.us
mailto:raymond.kirsch@state.mn.us








From: Mel & Carol
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: transmission line
Date: Friday, May 02, 2014 1:12:44 PM

Dear Sir,
     Our farm land is located on the NE corner of 160th st and 196th ave. in Rutland Tsp Section
 19. A new electric line is already on the north fence line going to the Northrop sub-station..
 We definitely would not appreciate another line either on the east or south side of our
 property.  The house and the neighbors home are both close to the road (196th) ave. Both
 parties involved have plans for day care centers.
Obviously, there are health concerns and the farmers would have problems with aerial
 spraying of crops. I feel that the I-90 route would cause the least problems for most farmers
 and would hope is seriously
being considered. Thank you.
Mel Schultze

mailto:mcsch@midco.net
mailto:raymond.kirsch@state.mn.us


































From: Sherburn City Hall
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: Docket Nos ET6675/TL-12-1337 and ET6675/CN-12-1053
Date: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 9:20:41 AM

As an employee of the City of Sherburn, Modified Route A or Route B would be preferable. Please
 keep the line out of the city limits of Sherburn. We would like to protect the economics of Sherburn
 and health of our residents.
 
Thank you,
 

Nicole Steffensen
Deputy Clerk
City of Sherburn
sherburn@frontiernet.net
P – 507-764-4491
F – 507-764-3882
 
Stay connected with the City of Sherburn

Web      Facebook      Twitter
 

mailto:sherburn@frontiernet.net
mailto:raymond.kirsch@state.mn.us
mailto:sherburn@frontiernet.net
http://www.sherburn.govoffice.com/
http://www.sherburn.govoffice.com/
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https://www.facebook.com/cityofsherburn#!/pages/City-of-Sherburn/176470822505786?fref=ts
http://www.twitter.com/cityofsherburn
http://www.twitter.com/cityofsherburn


















From: rodger.taylor.mcw@gmail.com on behalf of Rodger Taylor
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: power lines MN IA 345kV
Date: Friday, May 09, 2014 3:34:11 PM

Dear Mr. Kirsch

Just a quick question ...Would you want your home located under or near a power line of this
 magnitude? Would you want your children to attend school under or near a power line of this
 magnitude? I understand the power hungry greedy world we live in and most individuals do
 only one thing is think of themselves and their own pocketbook. I would like you to consider
 the impact this will and potentially will make on the Martin County West Community(
 Sherburn). I realize also there are no easy answers to a necessary evil ...but please put the
 people of Minnesota first.

thank you for your time,

Rodger Taylor

mailto:rodger.taylor.mcw@gmail.com
mailto:rodger_taylor@martin.k12.mn.us
mailto:raymond.kirsch@state.mn.us












From: John Tirevold
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: Minnesota to Iowa 345 kV Transmission Line Project
Date: Friday, April 25, 2014 11:22:38 AM

Dear Mr. Kirsch,
This letter is to offer my comments concerning the above project. I will express my thoughts in   two 
 different areas, the importance of this project, and the effects of routing the line through the City of
 Sherburn.
It seems this project is a for profit endeavor of a private company which includes the sacrifice of
 much of the public without a great benefit to much of that same public. I live in the north part of
 Sherburn and my electric needs have been delivered without a problem for many years. Therefore I
 question the need of this project.
If the project is approved, I have concerns about routing the line through the city of Sherburn. First
 of all as a citizen, I am worried about the health of my family and the health of the residents of
 Sherburn. I am sure the commission has heard all of the health risks associated with these large
 electric lines. Another concern I have is the potential reduction in the value of my home because of
 the negative opinion of the huge power lines and poles.
Because of my job as the manager of the local bank, I see how outside influences affect the
 community. Poor economic conditions, bad weather and depressed grain prices all hurt the local
 economy. I feel the construction of this power line within the city limits would have the same effect
 as the previously mentioned situations.
 
In closing, I hope the commission uses commons sense to make these decisions and not let politics
 influence any part of this process.
Thank you for your time.
 
John Tirevold
 
 

John Tirevold, Ag & Commercial Lender, NMLS#
 768814
p.507.764.4311  |  jtirevold@bankmidwest.com  |  bankmidwest.com
 
33 North Main Street, Sherburn, MN 56171

 
This e-mail is confidential and is for the use of the intended recipient only. Any improper use of this
 information is strictly prohibited. If you receive this e-mail in error, please reply to the sender immediately
 and delete this communication.
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From: Linda Tirevold
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: transmission line project
Date: Monday, April 28, 2014 8:11:54 AM

Dear Mr. Kirsch,
 
My name is Linda Tirevold and I reside on Swanson Drive in Sherburn, Minnesota.  I was at
 three of your meetings but I did not speak. I learned a lot from these meetings and it’s pretty
 clear to me that improving the grid would be a good thing but not of immediate urgency.  It’s
 pretty clear to me that ITC is a private company wanting to be able to sell electricity for
 profit.  I have no problem with that.  What I have a problem with is feeling insignificant.  I feel
 like  even considering Route A is ITC saying to me that my community, my livelihood, my
 health is a small price to pay for the benefit it would give to your company and the people
 you would be supplying electricity to.
 
Hopefully, when you traveled from Fairmont to Jackson, you dropped down into Sherburn and
 saw for yourself the close proximity route A would be to our homes, our schools, our
 community garden, our church, seed companies, Kum and Go, adult living facitity etc. 
 Hopefully, you take seriously the potential health hazard we would would be exposed to
 twenty four hours a day every day.  Hopefully, your ITC does consider us “neighbors” as your
 flyer suggests and is concerned not only for the improvement of the grid but for the well-
being of ALL. 
 
If you are a compassionate company and did physically visit Sherburn, Route A should no
 longer even be a consideration and I shouldn’t have a thing to worry about.  If your concern is
 doing what’s best for all the environment, then you will zig-zag that line all over the place at
 any cost to protect your “neighbors.” 
 
I wish you luck and beg that the almighty dollar isn’t the bottom line here. 
 
Thank you,
Linda Tirevold

mailto:jtlt@frontiernet.net
mailto:raymond.kirsch@state.mn.us


From: Judy Traetow
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Cc: Judy Traetow
Subject: ET6675/CN-12-1053, ET6675/TL-12-1337, OAH 60-2500-30782
Date: Friday, May 09, 2014 4:21:10 PM

Mr. Kirsh,
 
After attending the public meetings and reading much of the information provided to
 me, I would like to comment on the section of Minnesota-Iowa 345k Transmission
 Line Project going through Sherburn, MN.
 
I propose Route A with M7-R connection.  This line allows for the lines to run along
 the south side of interstate 90 without interference to the Assembly God Church or
 the MCW School district.  I also oppose the lines running along the north side of the
 Interstate 90 (Modified Route A) as they would run parallel to the frontage road,
 which is connected to the city of Sherburn’s walking path.  The frontage road is used
 by a large number of residents for walking, bicycling, running and walking pets.
 
Judy Traetow
2 South Fox Lake Dr W
Sherburn, MN  56171

mailto:judytraetow@rightfromscratch.com
mailto:raymond.kirsch@state.mn.us
mailto:judytraetow@rightfromscratch.com


From: william@tffarms.com
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: 345 kv transmission line
Date: Thursday, May 08, 2014 9:30:09 PM

Ray Kirsch,

My wife and I live on the south side of fox lake by Sherburn, Mn. We feel that the line
 should run on the South side of Interstate 90 as it will affect fewer people and homes than
 if it runs on the North side of the Interstate.
East of Sherburn there are no farm sites or homes. If it runs on the North side where there
 are already a lot of transmission lines there are homes that will be right under the lines and
 homes along the lake and a golf course that will be affected more.

William Truesdell
Sherburn Mn.
Cell# 507 236 5702

mailto:william@tffarms.com
mailto:raymond.kirsch@state.mn.us


















Daniel P. Wedel 
Phone: 507‐236‐5394 

djwedel@hotmail.com   
 

May 8, 2014 
 

Mr. Ray Kirsch 
Environmental Review Manager 
Minnesota Department of Commerce 
85 7th Place East, Suite 500 
St. Paul, MN 55101‐2198 
 
Re:  PUC Docket Nos. ET6675/CN‐12‐1053 and ET6675/TL‐12‐1337 
 
Dear Mr. Kirsch, 
 
I am writing in response to the DEIS for the proposed transmission line project by ITCM.  I am a resident, 
landowner, and taxpayer of Martin County and the State of Minnesota.  I live and own property in 
section 19 of Rutland Township.  I live there with my wife Jen of five years and two young children with 
a third on the way.  I strongly oppose Route A which follows 196th Ave directly in front of our house.  I 
oppose this route due to the devaluation of my property that it would cause, the obvious aesthetic 
reasons, and most of all the health concerns for my family, and the family that lives across the road.  I 
would no longer feel safe living in close proximity of these lines for the many years we intend to stay 
there.   
 
I would like to see more information regarding the routes that follows existing ROW of the 161kV line, 
and more precise information as to why the route could not follow a major roadway such as Interstate‐
90.   
 
I have a number of other requests that should be explained and clarified in the FEIS and they are listed 
below.  I request that these will either be answered in full, or have an explanation as to why it is not 
included in the FEIS. 
 

 Define “Need” for the project.  What is the capacity of the line that is “Needed”?  The company 
ITCM is saying there is a “Need”, but is there any independent and “unbiased” study that shows 
this “Need”.  I would say a study by ITCM and MISO is not unbiased or independent.  An answer 
as to why no other study has been done other than the one by the “for profit” company of ITCM 
needs to be answered.  It is not independent when it is paid for and conducted by ITCM. 
 

 Is there going to be a public hearing and also another comment period after the release of the 
FEIS?  It seems that there should be since the final version of a document can look much 
different than the draft version.  Why is that also not on the scheduling?  Is that going to be set 
at a later date? 
 

 



 Is there going to be another comment period for the administrative law judge to take comments 
based on the FEIS?  This too seems pre‐mature if the comment period ends May 30, 2014 yet 
the FEIS is not released until a much later date. 
 

 The references used in pertaining information for the Property Value Supplement part of the 
DEIS average 20‐30 years in age.  I believe that the older these studies are, the less weighting 
that they can carry as to their relevance to this particular project.  There were 17 studies 
conducted, with transmission lines ranging from 69kV to 345 kV.  To make it relevant to this 
project, the referenced material should all reference a 345kV transmission line.  It would be 
hard to argue that there were fewer 345kV lines studied 30 years ago.  Also, the older the study, 
the less relevant due to increased knowledge today about the effects of EMF’s.  It was only 30‐
40 years ago that the effects of asbestos material was concluded to be harmful to one’s health.   
With the increased knowledge of the threat of EMF’s, any study older than 10‐20 years old, and 
a transmission line smaller than 345kV should be irrelevant to this project.  To be done correctly, 
it needs to compare apples to apples. 

 

 What kind of Agricultural Impact Mitigation Plan is in place?  The one provided in the DEIS 
shows that it is an example.  Will there be comments for when the actual one is released?  One 
thing that stood out to me in the “example” was how any excess dirt would be removed from 
the site unless otherwise requested.  This seems backwards to me since the landowner has 
either worked hard or invested a lot into the property for someone to just “take” dirt off of the 
land unless the owner requests otherwise.  It should be up to the utility to ask each owner what 
shall be done with any excess dirt if a structure is going on their property.  If a part of one’s 
personal property is taken without their consent, it sounds more like theft. 
 

 
These are very important issues that should not be left out of such an extensive review of a project of 
this magnitude.  Since this project will have a lasting effect on the area and landscape of southern 
Minnesota, I do not believe anything should be missed or taken lightly.  I again emphasize that all 
options should be considered pertaining to the “Need” of the project.  The need of a “for profit” 
company and the need of the citizens of Minnesota are two different things.  Facts and accurate 
financial numbers associated with the Minnesota portion of the project only should be considered and 
included.  To use generalities, future possibilities, and ITCM funded studies as facts is not acceptable.  
The FEIS should gather independent facts and studies pertaining to the “Need” of the project. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft of the EIS.  I look forward to the final EIS where 
the additional questions and information asked by myself and others will be addressed and opportunity 
to comment will be given again. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Daniel Wedel 
Mechanical Engineer & Agricultural Producer 
1571 196th Ave 
Fairmont, MN 56031 







From: Whisney, Mark
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Date: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 7:54:10 AM

I am emailing in response to the Minnesota to Iowa 345 kvv transmission line project and want it to be known I do not
 want this line to go any where through Belmont township in Jackson MN and I am dead against the plan that would
 have a pole right outside my property at about 200 and some odd feet at 82013 525th ave Jackson MN 56143. This
 line will have long term consequences for health reasons for any one living close to this and has been proven that
 this high of voltage causes cancer in humans and if we get no benefits from it do not want it to run through MN any
 where, it also can have adverse affects on wild life that call these parts home. I also do not want to see any wood
 land cut down just because this company ITC wants to make millions if not billions at the cost of farm land and any
 other land in its path. Sincerely Mark Whisney          
 

 

   
    Mark Whisney
    Material Handler
    AGCO
    Tel +1 507.847.2690  
    202 Industrial Park
    Jackson, MN 56143
    mark.whisney@agcocorp.com@AGCOcorp.com   www.AGCOcorp.com
   

 

 

This email is intended solely for the use of the individual to whom it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. Any views or
 opinions presented are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of AGCO. If you are not the intended recipient, be advised that
 you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. Neither AGCO nor
 the sender accepts any responsibility for viruses and it is your responsibility to scan and virus check the e-mail and its attachment(s) (if any).
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From: nmwhite97@frontiernet.net
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: MN to Iowa 345 kV Transmission Line Project
Date: Friday, May 09, 2014 12:31:18 PM

I attended your public meeting so sending this comment.  I wish that the 345 kV
 Transmission Line Project was not in Jackson, Martin or Faribault Counties but if it has to
 be then “Modified Route A” would be better than Route A which is in the City of Sherburn
 or any other route that I have seen for Martin County.  Route A is located too close to the
 residents, schools, churches, & businesses of Sherburn.  “Modified Route A” located just
 North of I-90 follows the existing power line by Fox Lake.  I do believe that there could be
 adverse health effects because of the 345 kV Transmission Line Project.   Thank you for
 listening.

Nathan & Mary Whitehead

1321 State Hwy 4

Sherburn, MN  56171

mailto:nmwhite97@frontiernet.net
mailto:raymond.kirsch@state.mn.us










From: Judy Zehms
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: 345k Transmission Line Project
Date: Thursday, May 08, 2014 9:48:04 AM

FREE Animations for your email Click Here!

Please do no upgrade the 161kV line.  Our son already has a pole on the corner of
 his building site which is also too close to his house.  We had to battle to get this
 pole moved across I90 which did not happen.  We own the farmland which he rents
 from us.  It did not do us much good to try to fight last time to get a pole moved
 which would really not have been to hard to do.  If you do upgrade the 161 line and
 put a bigger pole close to our son's house,  he will not live on the building site which
 would probably not be good for all of our family.  This pole is in Section 12, Jay
 Township, one mile west of Sherburn on the south side of I90.  We all would like the
 new line to stay on the north side of Sherburn and I90.  Thank you for your time.
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From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: Zehms Mon May 5 10:21:41 2014 ET6675/TL-12-1337
Date: Monday, May 05, 2014 10:21:46 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: Mark Zehms

County: Martin County

City: Sherburn

Email: mark.zehms@agcocorp.com

Phone: 507 764 2962

Impact:  Our preferred route is modified route A. We do not think that the I-90 route is feasible because it would
 mean abandoning the current foundations and structures that are less than 10 years old and although the map for the
 new 345 kV line shows it crossing I-90 just West of our residence instead of following the current 161 kV line
 through our windbreak the new 345 kV line would still be less than 150 ft. from our home. I personally do not
 understand why a 345 kV line cannot be placed less than 300 ft. from a school or daycare but can be placed less
 than 300 ft. from anyone’s home.

I also would like to know why ratepayers in our area will see an increase in electricity costs when we are generating
 all of this wind power locally. Is this line really required for our area? Why doesn’t the electricity this line will
 carry stay local causing our rates go down? If this transmission line is needed for local reliability why is the
 electricity being transmitted 3 and 4 states away?

Mitigation: The final route that is chosen should not be allowed to be placed within 300 ft. of any residence.

Submission date: Mon May  5 10:21:41 2014

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

mailto:apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
mailto:raymond.kirsch@state.mn.us


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

Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us





From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: Zehms Fri May 9 06:01:25 2014 ET6675/TL-12-1337
Date: Friday, May 09, 2014 6:01:30 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: Shirleen Zehms

County: Martin County

City: Sherburn

Email:

Phone:

Impact:  I live 1 mile West of Sherburn along I-90. There is already a 161kV line running within 100 ft. of our
 home. We have three boys still at home and I now watch my granddaughter and she is 3 1/2 months old. I am very
 concerned with the health risks that high voltage transmission lines may impose on my family.

Mitigation: My preference is modified route A.

Submission date: Fri May  9 06:01:25 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

mailto:apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
mailto:raymond.kirsch@state.mn.us




Theodore	
  E.	
  Ziemann	
  
1053	
  Night	
  Sky	
  Court	
  
Castle	
  Rock,	
  CO	
  80108	
  
Phone:	
  303-­‐660-­‐1777	
  
Ziemann8035@msn.com	
  

	
  
May	
  7,	
  2014	
  

	
  
Mr.	
  Ray	
  Kirsch	
  
Environmental	
  Review	
  Manager	
  
Minnesota	
  Department	
  of	
  Commerce	
  
85	
  7th	
  Place	
  East,	
  Suite	
  500	
  
St.	
  Paul,	
  MN	
  	
  55101-­‐2198	
  
	
  
Re:	
  PUC	
  Docket	
  Nos.	
  ET6675/CN-­‐12-­‐1053	
  and	
  ET6675/TL-­‐12-­‐1337	
  
	
  
Dear	
  Mr.	
  Kirsch:	
  	
  
	
  
This	
  letter	
  written	
  in	
  regards	
  to	
  the	
  DEIS	
  for	
  the	
  proposed	
  routing	
  options	
  of	
  the	
  ITC	
  
Midwest’s	
  Minnesota	
  –	
  Iowa	
  345	
  kV	
  line	
  project	
  in	
  Martin	
  County.	
  I	
  am	
  a	
  property	
  
owner	
  with	
  farmland	
  located	
  on	
  the	
  NE	
  corner	
  of	
  Section	
  19	
  in	
  Rutland	
  Township,	
  
Martin	
  County,	
  Minnesota.	
  	
  
	
  
My	
  land	
  is	
  affected	
  by	
  several	
  of	
  ITC’s	
  proposed	
  routes,	
  specifically	
  routes	
  A,	
  B,	
  and	
  
Modified	
  Route	
  A,	
  that	
  are	
  shown	
  in	
  the	
  DEIS.	
  I	
  am	
  especially	
  opposed	
  to	
  Route	
  A	
  
which	
  follows	
  along	
  196th	
  Avenue	
  because	
  of	
  it’s	
  close	
  proximity	
  to	
  farmsteads	
  
where	
  young	
  children	
  are	
  present	
  and	
  where	
  there	
  are	
  specific	
  plans	
  for	
  child	
  care	
  
usage	
  and	
  future	
  farm	
  buildings.	
  This	
  route	
  also	
  blocks	
  a	
  significant	
  amount	
  of	
  land	
  
from	
  aerial	
  spraying	
  by	
  creating	
  large	
  transmission	
  lines	
  on	
  two	
  side	
  of	
  the	
  property	
  
as	
  well	
  as	
  taking	
  productive	
  land	
  out	
  of	
  service.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
I	
  prefer	
  that	
  the	
  line	
  be	
  run	
  along	
  side	
  the	
  current	
  transmission	
  line	
  that	
  runs	
  across	
  
Charlotte	
  lake	
  since	
  it	
  does	
  not	
  cause	
  additional	
  environmental	
  issues	
  beyond	
  that	
  
which	
  already	
  exists	
  and	
  does	
  not	
  cause	
  additional	
  harm	
  and	
  disruption	
  to	
  new	
  
areas,	
  and	
  people,	
  which	
  all	
  other	
  options	
  do.	
  If	
  for	
  some	
  unknown	
  reason	
  that	
  is	
  an	
  
absolute	
  impossibility,	
  then	
  the	
  only	
  acceptable	
  option	
  is	
  to	
  run	
  it	
  on	
  Modified	
  Route	
  
A,	
  which	
  would	
  run	
  along	
  side	
  an	
  existing	
  69kV	
  transmission	
  line.	
  However,	
  this	
  
option	
  is	
  also	
  negative	
  in	
  that	
  removes	
  productive	
  land,	
  interferes	
  with	
  aerial	
  
spraying,	
  and	
  will	
  reduce	
  the	
  value	
  of	
  our	
  land.	
  	
  
	
  
As	
  the	
  former	
  head	
  of	
  two	
  large	
  international	
  corporate	
  engineering	
  organizations,	
  I	
  
can	
  see	
  no	
  reason	
  why	
  the	
  line	
  would	
  not	
  be	
  run	
  across	
  Charlotte	
  Lake	
  for	
  lower	
  
costs,	
  less	
  new	
  environmental	
  disruption,	
  and	
  certainly	
  less	
  negative	
  impact	
  on	
  
people	
  and	
  land	
  values.	
  
	
  



As	
  a	
  youth	
  growing	
  up	
  in	
  the	
  areas	
  affected,	
  I	
  walked	
  and	
  hunted	
  these	
  areas	
  
extensively,	
  so	
  am	
  very	
  familiar	
  with	
  the	
  geography.	
  	
  I	
  sincerely	
  believe	
  that	
  running	
  
the	
  lines	
  on	
  all	
  of	
  the	
  options	
  other	
  than	
  across	
  Charlotte	
  Lake	
  cause	
  the	
  most	
  
environmental	
  harm	
  because	
  these	
  routes	
  would	
  be	
  disrupting	
  new	
  territory.	
  I	
  ask	
  
that	
  you	
  seriously	
  consider	
  the	
  Charlotte	
  Lake	
  option	
  as	
  the	
  preferred	
  route.	
  
	
  
Also,	
  I	
  do	
  not	
  understand	
  why	
  running	
  the	
  line	
  along	
  I-­‐90	
  on	
  the	
  North	
  side	
  of	
  
Fairmont	
  has	
  not	
  been	
  seriously	
  considered	
  since	
  transmission	
  lines	
  run	
  for	
  many	
  
miles	
  west	
  of	
  Fairmont	
  on	
  this	
  route.	
  This	
  would	
  seem	
  to	
  reduce	
  the	
  overall	
  
environmental	
  impact.	
  
	
  
Thank	
  you	
  for	
  your	
  consideration.	
  
	
  
Sincerely,	
  
	
  

	
  
	
  
Theodore	
  E.	
  Ziemann	
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