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April 15, 2013

FROM,

Christopher and Krista Thompson
1652 196" Ave.

Fairmont , MN 56031

To: State of Minnesota Public Utilities Commission,
PUC Docket Number: ET-6675/TL-12-1337

There is an existing 161 KV line 145 feet from our home.
There is a proposed 345 KV line 510 Feet from our home.

My Grandparents bought this property on February 12, 1997. We bought our
3 acres of property from my grandparents and built our home in 2008. We moved us
and our four children here in April of 2009. We have 2 houses on our property, .6
acres of CRP wildlife area and our chickens will soon be moving in to their coop
which will be next to the house closer to the existing 161 KV line. We have a pretty
good size garden right under the existing 161 KV line which is 145 feet from our
home and even closer to our other house on our property. We spend the majority of
our summer maintaining our garden with our 4 children. We grow our food to
preserve and to sell in our garden each year with our 4 children working along side
of us in the garden directly underneath the existing 161 KV line. My Grandpa also
grows sweet corn for our 4 kids to sell and for all of us to preserve directly under
the existing 161 KV line every other year and about 150 feet from the line every
other year. We work very hard every year finishing our house projects, our garden
tasks and making our children’s lives happy and healthy.

It is a known fact that the stray voltage and magnetic field is a major health
hazard to people, especially children!! Our children range in age from age 3 up to
age 16. They would all be greatly affected by a higher voltage line that close to our
home. We look forward to many more years of happiness on our farm raising our
kids and hopefully our grandkids someday. Our kids play in the yard, we have
birthday parties, our food grows here and we have made our lives here, just a few
feet from this proposed line.

Route A proposed along 196™ Ave. has 5 homes with small children full time,
part time or visiting very often, next to or very close proximity to the proposed



power line. A better route for the 345 KV line would be to either connect route B to
Route A northwest of Welcome giving a direct route to the proposed substation by
Huntley. One other option would be to continue the 345 KV line right along 190 and
connect the north/ south line south of Huntley. The route along 190 would give the
power line company better access to the line also. These routes would also eliminate
the need for the existing 161KV line from Fox Lake to Huntley which would also
eliminate the power line company’s need to destroy our food and our lives.

Some research suggests that the EMF’s that power lines emit can interfere
with cell functioning, break DNA strands and erode the immune system. These
initial symptoms include dizziness, fatigue, headaches, nausea and digestive
disorders. Most of which some members of my family, including myself are already
experiencing from the existing 161KV line. Some scientists argue that EMF’s can
also cause childhood leukemia, cancer, depression, anxiety, sleep disorders,
Alzheimer’s, dementia, miscarriage, breast cancer, brain cancer and heart disease.
Weather this information is proved or argued, it is still a factor in our lives and I
would prefer not to have any of my family exposed any more than we already are.

Thank you for your time and consideration,
Sincerely Christopher and Krista Thompson
And our children,

Cody-16

Colby-14

Marley-10 and

Nevaeh-3









From: Linda Tirevold

To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)

Cc: Ek, Scott (PUC)

Subject: power lines

Date: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 10:53:10 AM

Dear Mr. Kirsch and Mr. Ek,

| apologize if this is the second time you receive my email but | have windows 8 and I’'m not
sure that my email was sent before disappearing from my screen.

| am writing in regard to the proposed route of the power lines that are coming through my
area in the near future. | feel like the residents of my little town have been blindsided by all
of this and that little consideration has been given to the human life that would be
subjected to the stray electricity that would be omitted by these high voltage power lines.

| have been told that the power lines were to go north of Interstate 90 and that now they
are considering rerouting them to pretty much within the city limits of our little town of a
thousand residents. Could | ask that you tell me why this would even be a consideration.
What are you protecting that is more important then the human life you would be
subjecting this stray voltage to? Even though there is still debate as to whether this stray
electricity causes cancer, would the two of you subject yourselves to living right underneath
it? As far as that goes, how would you like it if someone came in and destroyed the
marketability of everything you’ve worked your whole life for (your home?) | don’t have the
funds to pick up and leave because of my fear of this stray electricity but I'd really like to. |
ask you, if you were in the position of the people of Sherburn, would you even consider
passing these lines through our city limits if you had the power to route them elsewhere?

| am pleading for my neighborhood and my town for you to do whatever it takes to put
these lines back to the north of Interstate 90. Are you aware of the fact that right to the
south of my neighborhood is the high school and elementary school where our children
spend their whole day? What is more important then that? Are we to be the guinea pigs
that have to die of cancer before there is proof that stray electricity does indeed cause
cancer. Please do what you can to see that the least amount of human life is at risk before
deciding where to put those high voltage lines.

Please tell me why putting those lines across city limits is even a consideration at all?

Sincerely,
Linda Tirevold


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

From: Traetow, David

To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)

Cc: Schmidt, Allison; Harbitz, Dale

Subject: Minnesota to lowa 345 kV Transmission Line Project
Date: Wednesday, July 31, 2013 2:51:52 PM

Mr. Kirsch,

Today | found out about the proposed change to the Minnesota to lowa 345 kV Transmission Line
Project. Having the power lines moved closer to the school and our facilities is a significant concern
as it would appear the lines would be adjacent to our “school garden” and athletic facilities.

Thank you for your time and consideration. | am sure you hear these type of comments for every
project you have but | would hope you would be considerate of the school and the potential impact
of these lines.

David Traetow, Principal

Martin County West Junior/Senior High School
16 West Fifth Street

Sherburn, MN 56171

507-764-4671 (work)

507-236-3201 (cell)


mailto:david_traetow@martin.k12.mn.us
mailto:raymond.kirsch@state.mn.us
mailto:allison_schmidt@martin.k12.mn.us
mailto:dale_harbitz@martin.k12.mn.us
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' _ ‘ : Energy Faclility Permitting
MINNESOTA A ~ 85 7th Place East, Suite 500
DEPARTMENT OF AG 1~ -~ St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-2198

COMMERCE | ph 651.539.1885 | fax 651.539.1549
i http://mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities

R AR

PUBLIC COMMENT FORM

Minnesota to lowa 345 kv Transmission Line Project
Docket Nos. ET6675/TL-12-1337 and ET6675/CN-12-1053

Name: Rev. Jerome F. Verdick Email:
Street Address?10 East Paddock Avenue

City: Alpha, State: Minnesota ZIP: 56 111-0087

Please share your comments on the environmental impact statement (EIS) that will be prepared
for the Minnesota to lowa 345 kv transmission line project. What issues / impacts need to be
evaluated for the project? What aiternatives routes should be considered to mitigate these
impacts? What alternatives to the project should be studied? |

Comments must be received by Friday, August 2, 2013.

Minnesota where the _proposed 345 Thousand electric line will pass, please

consider a routiwell north of of I-90 interstate route B i“é_mggh

—In regard to the Interstate Fxit 87’ bord ering the north side of Sherburn;
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We, the undersigned worshippers and friends of Sherburn Assembly of Ged Regional Worship Center,
#f2 Crossroads Drive, Sherburn, MN 56171, beg your careful consideration of our request regarding :

P U C Docket ET-6675/CN-12-1053 and P U C Docket ET-6675/TL-12-1337

The original notices regarding the “proposed route” were at best unclear, and were possibly deceptive. The
detailed maps used at the public hearings showed an abrupt “jog” south across Interstate 90 near the MN Hiway 4
intersection. The proposed easement, which then crosses our church lawn came as a complete surprise. For the
following reasons, please require ITC Midwest LLC to use a different route,

1)
2)

3)

4)
5)
6)

7}

8)

9)

Please rule justly for usl

Future planned church expansion to the north becomes impossible.

The route planners did not have our facitity marked as a Church on their maps, possibly causing them to
erroneously plan this route,

The 345KVA line would be located 100 feet from our building, 120 feet from our PA system, almost ,
certalnly causing significant interference and static.

We use the area designated as “easement” for our children's and youth programs outdoor activities.

This route would effectively take from us at least a third of our property.

There are many researchers who have clearly shown a strong connection between ilinesses, including
cancers, and a person’s proximity to high voltage powerlines. Even the E P A cautions citizens that “There
Is reason for concern” and advises “prudent avoidance” of high voltage power lines. {from
http.//safespaceprotection.com/elactrostress-from-powerlines.aspx }

Whether you believe these warnings (in #6) or not, they have a huge impact on much of the public with
significant consequence;

a ) property located under a power line frequently foses up to ¥ of its market value

b ) we are not a “traditional” Church depending on people coming out of religious habit, we are an
"evangelistic”, outreach church, depending on people to join us because they want to. A high voltage line
near our building would be a deterrent to our ministry

We are a very active congregation. People who attend here are often at the facility 3 or more times each
week for worship, music, Christian education, children’s ministries, Bible studies, personal ministry, etc.
This is not a “one hour a week” church. Such extended exposure to a High Voltage Power field would be
dangerous

Our éntire bullding is steel, even the stud walls, The entire structure is “bonded” as required by

code. This means {1} the entire steel frame, (2} all of the studs in the interfor walls with {2a) steel drywali
screws just a fraction of an inch below the surface of the plaster, {3) the entire steel exterior of the
building, and (4) the common wire and the ground wire in every switch, outlet, conduit and breaker
box/fuse box are all connected. This is alf grounded to a copper ground rod. This means our building is a
very good target for electric current flow. The ground rod is probably not nearly large enough to actuaily
handle the potentia} build-up, which would leave every steel door frame, every drywall screw head, every
door knob which is latched to the steel frames, the entire exterior of the building, and probably every part
of the plumbing system as “hot” electrified, just waiting for someone to touch it.

July 28,2013










Energy Facility Permitting
85 7th Place East, Suite 500
St, Paul, Minnesota 55101-2198
““Ph 651.539.1885 | fax 651.539.1549

MINNESOTA
DEPARTMENT OF

“: ‘&COMMERCE http://mn.gov/commerce/energyfaciI.i_t_ic.e”s.
PUBLIC COMMENT FORM
Minnesota to lowa 345 kV Transmission Line Project
Docket Nos. ET6675/TL-12-1337 and ET6675/CN-12-1053
Name: Jon  luacTERS Email:  don & MGV INC, G
%Street Address: Nngs 20 AVE
'?tity: S He pe ol state:  MAJ 2p: 5 (171

Please share your comments on the environmental impact statement (EtS) that will be prepared
for the Minnesota to lowa 345 kV transmission line project. What issues / impacts need to be
evaluated for the project? What alternatives routes should be considered to mitigate these
impag§s? What alternatives to the project should be studied?

Comments must be received by Friday, August 2, 2013.

THELE 15 AsecvTEcY  wo REAsoN 72 Beyne THESE
LWES  TRacoeH  CTY Lim TS o Ceost To
Ao Po-p()(/f}"f)p(\) To SFPLAF @/. THESE Z/IN'?Cj CAN
Be. pon T HROoVGH Lol [fREn F7£cDS5 , LVE Do
NoT oW LonNG TELm HEALTH EFRFECTS. ASSecaTd
WiTH  THESE  Powbh (ANES pnD  Homnbal JNTELACTIO,
THE PootE  THAT GobS nNoert OF FY [AHE Lol
B A BETTEL Rourt  Far Al PAENES DT Eisk
Hu i vk S,

Sighature; ' Date: 7’ 23 /s

Please submit t% at today’s meeting or mail it to the address provided on the back. You may use
additional sheeff, as necessary. Comments can also be e-mailed to the Department of Commerce
Environmental Review Manager, Ray Kirsch, at: raymond.kirsch@state.mn.us or submitted online at:
http://mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities.
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Minnesota to lowa 345 kV Transmission Line Project

Docket Nos. ET6675/TL-12-1337 and ET6675/CN-12-1053

Dale and Roxane Wedel Email: drwedel@yourstarnet.net

1477 208" Avenue, Fairmont, MN 56031

Signature: Dale and Roxane Wedel

Date: August 2, 2013

Our names are Dale and Roxane Wedel. We own farmland in Section 20, Rutland
Township, Martin County, Minnesota. ITC has proposed a 345kV line route to go across the
north side of two farms.

We are lifetime residents of the area and live on the family farm established in 1940 in
Section 29 of Rutland Township. We plan to continue to live in this area along with children
and grandchildren. We have several major concerns for ourselves, our families, and our
neighbors and friends.

HEALTH AND SAFETY: Our most important concern is the health and safety of our
family, friends and neighbors. It is known that the electromagnetic fields are known to cause
many health problems for people and animals. Our son and daughter-in-law, Dan and Jen
Wedel live on a homestead at 1571 196" Avenue, Section 19 of Rutland Township in Martin
County with their young children. We are very concerned about these health effects to our
children and grandchildren as they work, play and live under and near these high voltage 345kV
lines on 196" Avenue. Just across the street is another young family with a new home and
small children. They will all be playing under the transmission lines if they are built in front of
their homes, waiting for the school bus underneath the lines and other “farm kid” activities.
Both families have play areas in front of their homes due to existing buildings on their farms.
The other family home on the farmstead across the street is very close to the street and 345 kV
project.

We are concerned that the living room, dining room, kitchen, front porch windows and
doors of our son’s family home look out at the children’s play area, and that now these
structures and wires will be near and overhead in this space also. As health and safety for their
family, friends, and neighbors continues to be a high priority for them, they do not want to be
subjected to these health and danger risks. Dan and Jen have been preparing to open a
daycare and these concerns are of great importance!


mailto:drwedel@yourstarnet.net

ENVIRONMENT: Another area of concern is the environment. As it stands now with the
proposed 345 kV, there will be 3 lines running parallel within one mile in Section 16, 17, 20 and
21 of Rutland Township. As you can see from your maps, there is an existing 161 kV line, south
of that is a 69 kV line (Great River Energy) and then the proposed 345 kV (ITC) line south of that
one. This seems to be causing greater difficulty for waterfowl in their flyways. Combining the
345kv with one of the other two lines on a single pole set up would be practical and cut down
on the number of parallel lines within one mile to two lines.

Also, there is some sensitive wildlife area in Section 20 of Rutland Township that would
be disrupted by construction of the 345 kV line. Beautiful habitat with ravines, trees and open
spaces would be compromised for the birds, deer and other wildlife that enjoy this space now.

There is an existing route over Charlotte Lake with a newly rebuilt in 2012 161kv line.
This existing route and easement have been there for many years. People have adjusted their
farming and lifestyles, built their homes, farm buildings and windbreaks, and made allowances
and adjustments to their farming practices for the easement and lines. They are accustomed to
these lines and structures and their homes were not built with the lines directly in their front
yard views. The homes on 196™ Avenue are much closer to the proposed 345 kV transmission
line than the homes along Charlotte Lake. The homes on 196" Avenue will have the structures
and lines in front of their homes in full view from the living areas of their homes. The homes on
Charlotte Lake will not have these lines in the line of sight from the front or back of their homes
(lake view).

The area of 196" Street in Section 19 of Rutland Township, Martin County cannot be
addressed with an offset for the homes, as the homes are right across the street from each
other and the proposed structures and lines will go between the houses and front yards,
making it impossible to avoid the three homes.

Therefore, this proposal from ITC does not seem to be consistent with their propaganda
of trying to avoid homes and other sensitive areas. This was not the route that was shown at
the Open Houses in September 2012. We believe that this route was not carefully selected and
that the oversight for this area can be corrected before it is too late.

AGRICULTURE: As noted above, the proposed 345kv line makes for three large
transmission lines in one mile running parallel to each other. This will make aerial crop spraying
very challenging and difficult. Modern farming practices are requiring these timely and multiple
aerial applications that are safer for the environment and wildlife. The 345 kV structures and
lines are a hazard for the pilot applicator to maneuver their aircraft over and around the
structures as they spray the fields. The structures in the fields will be a hazard for operators of
all farm machinery.



We are concerned about the possible disruption and loss of our GPS signals, as we rely
on these key signals for many phases of field operations.

As farmers, we are well aware of damage to our precious soil and avoid field operations
until soil conditions are optimal to avoid lasting effects to this land. We fear that the
construction and maintenance of these lines may occur when ground conditions are less than
ideal, as they may not want to hold up construction for days and weeks at a time to wait for
good conditions for our soil. The construction crews may make a decision to be on our land in
less than ideal conditions and damage the land with compaction, crop damage that is
irrepairable. We know from experience with road back slopes and other utility projects on
family owned land that the land does not return to pre-construction state. We still see the
economic effects on back slopes adjacent to a county road project from 1984.

It appears that access to a good share of the proposed route in Section 20 of Rutland
Township, Martin County will have to be gained from 210™ Avenue (1500 block) working west
as the area just east of the 1500 block of 196" Avenue has creek, ravines and some sensitive
low ground. This means more soil is damaged such a longer distances from the east across the
fields.

ECONOMICS: As farming is a competitive business, we are concerned about the
decrease in income from the land. There will be loss of production from compaction of soils,
loss of use of land where structures are placed and the surrounding area that cannot be
accessed by machinery. Also, there will be weed control issues around these structures.

If service to the structures is needed, the utility will not likely wait to repair the problem
when soil conditions are good, thus ruining the soil. Possibly the crop will also be damaged.
The cost and disruption of farming will have to be reimbursed by the utility.

We are very concerned for our son and daughter-in-law, Dan and Jen Wedel at 1571
196" Avenue in Section 19 of Rutland Township. We wonder how many families will choose
their daycare with a 345 kV transmission line in their front yard for their children to spend a
good share of their young lives. This will be a big impact for their business. Dan and Jen have
been investing thousands of dollars, time and energy into their home and farmstead to make it
a safe, nurturing, educational environment for their own children and their daycare. We have
to ask ourselves, what happens now if the 345 kV transmission line now goes in front of their
farmstead?

ALTERNATE ROUTES FOR 345 KV LINE: To reiterate our areas of concern for our family,
neighbors and friends, we feel that an alternate route for the 345 kV should be along the
existing route of the 161 kV line (Sections 18, 17, 16, 15, 14, and 13, Rutland Township) with
offsets for homesteads and residences along this route. Ten homesteads and residences would



no longer be impacted with this alternate route as opposed to the current proposal from ITC
that routes this line down 196" Avenue. This route would be the most direct with much less
miles of structures and wire, thereby cutting parallel transmission lines to two in one mile.
There would be many more miles of farmland and sensitive environment that would not be
affected by this alternative route. Also, this will be better for the waterfowl and their flyways.
The State Highway 15 curving road would be avoided. See Exhibit 1 enclosed.

Another possible alternative route would be to come from the west on the existing
161kV line (Sections 18, 17, 16, 15, 14, 13 in Rutland Township), offsetting around the 2
Lehman homes to the north and following the property line between Lehman and Barke to
160™ Street, then go west on 160" Street with existing 69 kV line, offsetting for a home on
160" Street. Go north at Unke and Gieseke fenceline back to existing 161kV line, offsetting for
2 Nielsen homes with the windbreaks on the north side of the building sites. Then follow
existing 161kV line east. This route also avoids the homes, cuts down existing transmission
lines running parallel to two for waterfowl flyways, avoids the State Highway 15 curving road
and uses much less miles of farmland and new easements needed. See Exhibit 2 enclosed.










Dan & Jen Wedel djwede @hotmail.com
1571 196th Ave.
Fairmont, MN 56031 MN 56031

See |etter and maps below.

Dan Wedel 6/30/13
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Dan & Jen Wedel
1571 196" Ave.
Fairmont, MN 56031

July 30, 2013

Minnesota to lowa 345 kV Transmission Line Project
Docket Numbers ET6675/TL-12-1337 and ET6675/CN-12-1053

Ray Kirsch

Minnesota Department of Commerce
85 7" Place East, Suite 500

St. Paul, MN 55101

Dear Mr. Kirsch,

My name is Dan Wedel. |live at 1571 196™ Avenue, Fairmont, MN (in section 19 of Rutland
Township) with my wife Jen and our two young children ages 2 and 3. | am a Mechanical Engineer
working at Harsco Rail in Fairmont. My wife and | have grown up in Fairmont and have plans to stay in
the area our entire life. |1 grew up on a family farm and have been involved in agriculture my entire life.
| am actively farming with my parents and plan to continue with our family farm operation as long as
possible into the future. Based on the maps provided by ITC, our concern with the Minnesota to lowa
345 kV Transmission Line Project route is the area near our home and the entire area where “Route A” is
jogged around Charlotte Lake. Please see the maps below of the routes that should be included in the
impact study. | would like to address four different areas of concern that we have about the 345kV
transmission line passing in front of our house and going through our neighborhood. These four areas
include safety and health concerns, environmental impacts, agricultural impacts, and also future
building expansion concerns.

We are concerned about the health effects of having the 345kV transmission lines going
between our house and our neighbors’ houses. It is a fact that 345 kV transmission lines give off
electromagnetic fields. There have been multiple studies conducted, and studies still being conducted,
on the negative health effects of being exposed to these lines for long periods of time. The idea of our
kids playing under these lines, waiting for the school bus, and going to the neighbor kids’ house is
unsettling with the number of health concerns sited in these medical studies related to power lines of
this size. Also, as my wife and | look to the future and our plans to have more children, it is of great
concern to us that my wife would be exposed to the 345 kV transmission lines during pregnancy as well.

Additionally, we have been making plans for a home childcare business, and making
improvements to our home to make that business a possibility. We have had an initial inspection
completed and have found that due to the number of farm buildings on our property, the outside play
area would need to be on the east side of the house to keep children away from the agricultural



buildings. Since there is limited area on the east side of the house, we have plans to expand the yard
towards the road for a larger area for childcare use. This area would be encroached upon by the 345 kV
transmission lines going our family’s building site. Having children daily play within close proximity to
the lines is a definite safety and health concern.

The next concern is regarding the environmental impact to the area. With “Route A” jogging
around Charlotte Lake, the route of the 345 kV transmission lines is made longer, therefore impacting a
larger area of wildlife, something | would imagine the Minnesota DNR would also find concern with.
Also, since there was a new power line put up across Charlotte Lake last summer, | am under the
impression that that line would not be removed. Therefore, if the new 345 kV transmission lines jog to
the south, there would then be a total of three large power lines running east to west within one mile of
each other. For us, this is of greater concern to have multiple sets of power lines over a one mile area,
than to have fewer sets of power lines in that one mile area. The impact of disturbing the extra ground
for the construction and maintenance of additional lines in the same area would be increased as well.
Overall, the environmental impact of crossing Charlotte Lake in conjunction with the existing power
lines is much less than making a new route, with new power lines, to go around the lake which is
disturbing a greater area of natural habitat.

The third major concern is the agricultural and economic impact of the 345 kV transmission lines
going down 196" Avenue and adding extra length to the line to go around Charlotte Lake. Since | do not
know the anticipated lifespan for the 345 kV transmission line, | can only assume that it will be in the
decided location for the next century and possibly well beyond that. The 345 kV transmission line would
take land out of production for that time period and additional land for any maintenance that is needed
during its lifespan. Even if crop damages are paid, the effects on the soil can last many years. It takes
years to condition the soil to reduce compaction, and if soil is disrupted during construction, it may
never be the same. With the increased technology that is needed for today’s farming practices, the
effects of the electro-magnetic fields given off by the 345 kV transmission lines may affect GPS signals
and the increased signals needed for our family’s newer agricultural technologies and equipment. In
addition, aerial spraying is becoming a more economical way to spray crops later in the season because
it provides better crop coverage and reduces crop damage. By having the 345 kV transmission lines jog
around Charlotte Lake(which is the proposed “Route A”) it affects the ability to aerial spray more fields
and therefore it will have a greater economic impact on the area than it would by using the existing
power line route that goes across Charlotte Lake. If it is deemed that a field is unable to be aerial
sprayed, that will have a lasting economical effect on that farm for the entire lifetime of that
transmission line. By limiting the aerial spraying capabilities of a farm, it would also have a large impact
on the valuation of that property. By going around Charlotte Lake, many additional farms would be
affected and the valuation of each of those farms will go down.

The last concern is with our future building plans that would be affected by the 345 kV
transmission line passing our property. | have attached a map of our building site with our future
building plans. Our building site is 12 acres with an established grove on the north and west sides.
There are a number of agricultural buildings that are used for our family farm business. The supplied
map below shows areas that we intend to improve to expand our farming operation. Between our



house and the road is the only place available for expanding a play area for our kids, and kids that would
be attending our home childcare. We do not feel it would be safe for our kids, or anyone else’s, to be
within that proximity to these high voltage lines. Our kids also enjoy riding horses and have a pony that
resides at their grandparents. Itis our intent for our kids to have horses and a riding area at our
property as they get older. Due to the existing buildings and configuration of our building site, this
riding area would also be out in the area between our house and the road. We would not feel
comfortable with our kids spending so much time in that area if there were high voltage power lines
directly above them. Also, a building structure would be planned to provide shade for the animals, and
not knowing where the poles would be located or how close we can build near them, this future
structure could also be impacted. Furthermore, with the layout of our buildings, we have limited space
to expand our grain storage on our site. | have full intent to farm on a full-time basis in the future and
have plans to expand our grain storage and handling capabilities. With the limited space available, we
have a plan to put this expanded grain facility to the south of our current driveway. We have plans to
add an additional driveway on the south edge of the property to make a loop for entering and exiting
trucks and equipment. A single row of large grain bins or a double row of smaller bins would exist
between the driveways to ease hauling in or hauling out grain. Since current zoning laws allow building
on our property in a distance of 130 ft from the center of the road, we can currently build right up to
that point. If there were power lines off the right of way of the road on our side, we are unsure how
close we would be able to build a forty foot tall bin or an 80-100 foot tall grain leg. We believe the value
of our building site would be considerably compromised as well, since the number of buyers willing to
live next to large transmission lines is greatly reduced. All of this leads to decreased value of our
property and limiting our future plans for the site. We do enjoy our home and property and would hate
to see it devalued due to high voltage transmission lines and the visual pollution that they cause. We
would ultimately not like to need to enforce the “Buy the Farm” law due to the transmission lines
limiting us from reaching our future goals on our property.

In conclusion, to go across Charlotte Lake with the 345 kV transmission line coinciding with the
previously placed power lines over that lake, and to take the extra steps necessary to create more
distance between the residences and the 345 kV transmission line, would be a much better solution to
all who are potentially impacted by their construction. Having the route go around Charlotte Lake as ITC
has proposed in “Route A”, the number of houses, and thus people, affected is greatly increased, and
the environmental impact is higher.

Sincerely,

Dan & Jen Wedel
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From: Whisney. Mark

To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Date: Thursday, August 01, 2013 9:21:50 AM

I am e-mailing in regards to the transmission line going from the Lakefield substation through the Jackson area
and want to convey my strong opposition to the plan A as this would go right past my place as it crosses the Des
Moines river going east and then jogs to the north immediately after crossing the river as I live on the corner of

820! street and 525" avenue and do not want this strong electricity that may cause heath issues going with in
talking distance of my place and the noise of the lines would not be pleasant to listen to whenever you go outside
to be in the peace and quiet that is why | moved to the country. My idea would be to use plan B if this has to go
through our neighbor hood as this would be more of a straight shot out of Lakefield or have it go under ground
beings this power generated from these lines will not benefit us one bit. Thanks for your time.  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

QAAGCD

Your Agriculture Company

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).


mailto:Mark.Whisney@agcocorp.com
mailto:raymond.kirsch@state.mn.us
mailto:mark.whisney@agcocorp.com@AGCOcorp.com
http://www.agcocorp.com/













From: Mary Whitehead

To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: Transmission Lines -Minnesota - lowa 345 kV Transmission Project
Date: Sunday, August 04, 2013 10:02:26 PM

We feel the best option for the proposed transmission line is with the existing line that is just North
of 1-90. The proposed route A would not be beneficial to our town, our school or the community.
There are also the health concerns. Thank you.

Nathan and Mary Whitehead
1321 State Hwy 4
Sherburn, MN 56171


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

Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)

Subject: FW: Nasby Family Farms - ITC Midwest Transmission Line Comment Period

From: Jon Wiering [mailto:JWiering@fairlandmanagement.com]

Sent: Friday, August 02, 2013 8:36 AM

To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)

Cc: Klay Walinga

Subject: Nasby Family Farms - ITC Midwest Transmission Line Comment Period

Dear Ray Kirsch of the Minnesota Department of Commerce:

Nasby Family Farms, LLP owns property located in Section 3 of Des Moines Township. The property consists of a
building site, beautifully wooded areas, and high quality farmland. The property current has the transmission line
running through the south side of it, but no transmission poles in the cropland. Trees have been removed and trimmed
over the years to maintain around it. Nasby Family Farms, LLP is very concerned about the potential negative economic
impact on the value of the property in Section 3-102-35 in Jackson County regard ITC Midwest’s proposal to move the
existing transmission line on this property via Route A. There was a residence on the property that was removed several
years ago and only one or two buildings remain. However, because of the aesthetics of the area and the proximity to
Jackson, there is certainly potential to build a residence on the property in that general vicinity. If a transmission line
was built through this corridor, that would mitigate any opportunity for that to happen. Also, Nasby Family Farms, LLP
has a beautifully wooded area of very mature trees. The last thing that we want to see is more of these mature trees cut
for rerouting a transmission line. This area on this property is near the old saw mill from the original Fort Belmont
before it was moved, so there is some history there with some very mature and highly valuable timber. Nasby Family
Farms, LLP sold some walnut from this property a few years ago and there was definitely a premium for those logs. Also,
the exact placement of the transmission line could negatively impact access into the property. We would want to be
assured that power pole placement would not impact the ability to get large machinery in and out of the

property. Lastly, and maybe most importantly, we are concerned about the transmission line crossing the cropland. The
field shape of the cropland is not a rectangular shape. If a transmission line was to go through the field, it would create
some very inefficient field operations for many years to come with respect to any transmission poles. Also, there is
some cropland in the proposed route that has been enrolled into the Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) for several
years and cannot be disturbed because of USDA/FSA requirements.

We are also concerned about the impact on our neighbors. If the north-bound transmission line is too far to the west, it
will be too close to the residential building site that belongs to Mark Whissney located on the north road. If the north-
bound transmission line is too far to the east, it will cut-up the Nasby Family Farms LLP cropland and create inefficiencies
farming around the transmission poles. Also, there is a concern on constructing the large transmission lines alongside
the road to the east around the livestock facilities on each side of the road.

Route B would also potentially impact the Nasby Family Farms LLP land in Section 26 of Belmont Township. However, it
is assumed this route would be next to the road and would have minimal impact on farming practices. Therefore, Route

B is the preferred route in order to minimize the negative economic impacts on Nasby Family Farms LLP.

We would appreciate if you could please confirm receipt of this message via e-mail upon receipt. We appreciate your
consideration and would like the opportunity to discuss further.

Nasby Family Farms, LLP












From: Sierra Williamson

To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: High Voltage Power Lines
Date: Friday, August 02, 2013 3:18:54 PM

Mr. Raymond Kirsch,
My name is Deb Williamson. My husband and | are building a home on the south side of Fox Lake

near Sherburn Minnesota. We just heard about the high voltage power lines that are being purposed to
run near our home. We are very concerned and would like you to find an alternative route for your

power lines.

Sincerely,

Deb and Jamie Williamson


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

From: Wohlhuter, Stephanie

To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: Minnesota-lowa 345 kV Transmission Project
Date: Wednesday, July 31, 2013 3:08:56 PM

Dear Mr. Kirsch,

The purpose of this email is to shed light on possible impacts of the Minnesota to lowa 345 kV
transmission line project (Dockets Nos. ET6675/TL-12-1337 and ET6675/CN-12-1053). | am a high
school agricultural educator at the Martin County West School District in Sherburn, MN. | have
recently been made aware that the original proposed route for the power lines (that ran NORTH of
Interstate 90), has been shifted and would now jog south of the interstate into the City of Sherburn.
| have serious concerns about this for many reasons:

-Safety of children- Our FFA chapter operates a Community Supported Agriculture garden and Kid's
Gardening program about 1/4 mile south of the proposed new route. | feel this puts the kids much
closer to a radiation risk. Through research, | have found that there may be a relationship between
magnetic fields and childhood leukemia. | am not supportive of putting these lines so close to a
school, and our school garden.

-Safety of the produce - | have concerns regarding the safety of the vegetables that we produce in
the garden with such high voltage lines being so close.

-Proximity to a church- Although | don't attend the Assembly of God church, my daughter does go to
the church for some activities. | am disappointed that ITC did not acknowledge or realize that there
is a church very near their new proposed route (within 100 feet). | know that the church has
submitted a letter of their concerns to you, and | wholeheartedly support their concerns.
-Disappointment - | am disappointed in how the process was handled by ITC. Residents nearby were
informed over the past year of the proposed route (NORTH of the interstate) but were not made
aware of the changed route that comes very close to their property (as well as our school's
property). It seems as if they did not make an effort to inform nearby landowners, and it seems like
a shifty way of doing business. | am supportive of caring for the environment, and understand that
the DNR had concerns about the effect of the first proposed route on bird populations. It seems to
me that the Minnesota Department of Health should have equal or greater concerns about the
effect on human populations with this new proposed route. | should hope that human health is
valued as much or more than animal health.

With all of that being said, | appreciate your time in reading this email. | hope you seriously consider
opposing the route that goes south of I-90. There is an alternative route that runs about 2 miles
north of 1-90 - | hope that route is pursued as the best option in this circumstance.

Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,

Stephanie Wohlhuter
Martin County West Ag Ed/FFA


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

Energy Facility Permitting
MINNESOTA 85 7th Place East, Suite 500

DEPARTMENT OF St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-2198
. COMMERCE ph 651.539.1885 | fax 651.539.1549
N http://mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities

PUBLIC COMMENT FORM

Minnesota to lowa 345 kV Transmission Line Project
Docket Nos. ET6675/TL-12-1337 and ET6675/CN-12-1053

Name: J4M (/1/“ P'\(/ //7//";9" é 7— Email:
Street Address: /75 ~ / €00 ST
City: S ol State: ¢777 ., 2P 5~ A0S |

Please share your comments on the environmental impact statement (EIS) that will be prepared
for the Minnesota to lowa 345 kV transmission line project. What issues / impacts need to be
evaluated for the project? What alternatives routes should be considered to mitigate these
impacts? What alternatives to the project should be studied?

Comments must be received by Friday, August 2, 2013.

Signature: ﬁx%///w@}ﬂ/m Date: /7__ /é-—/?

Please submit this form at today’s meeting or mail it to the address provided on the back. You may use
additional sheets, as necessary. Comments can also be e-mailed to the Department of Commerce
Environmental Review Manager, Ray Kirsch, at: raymond.kirsch@state.mn.us or submitted online at:
http://mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities.
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LECEL .0 |
Energy Facility Permitting

]
JUL 3 12013 : 85 7th Place East, Suite 500
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-2198

"W pe
MA E IL R( \ «.b M 1 ph651.539.1885 | fax 651.539.1549

~http://mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities

PUBLIC COMMENT FORM

Minnesota to lowa 345 kV Transmission Line Project
Docket Nos. ET6675/TL-12-1337 and ET6675/CN-12-1053

Name: ﬁoéﬂlc(/ l(') V-;EJ?[A /754“ Email: Aﬂﬂ,«JJ ‘/@ )[;dkuyu\;#:mev”

Street Address: _ / /2 CcANG Y ST
&Zity: S/VEKQD(WU state: /2. zp: S¢17)

Please share your comments on the environmental impact statement (EIS) that will be prepared
for the Minnesota to lowa 345 kV transmission line project. What issues / impacts need to be
evaluated for the project? What alternatives routes should be considered to mitigate these
impacts? What alternatives to the project should be studied?

Comments must be received by Friday, August 2, 2013.
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Please submit this foxm 2 dy’s meeting or mail it to the address provided on the back. You may use
additional sheets, as ne¢€ssary. Comments can also be e-mailed to the Department of Commerce

Environmental Review Manager, Ray Kirsch, at: raymond.kirsch@state.mn.us or submitted online at:
http://mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities.

Signatur: ‘:




@)

Energy Facility Permitting

85 7th Place East, Suite 500

St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-2198

ph 651.539.1885 | fax 651.539.1549
http://mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities

PUBLIC COMMENT FORM

~ Minnesota to lowa 345 kV Transmission Line Project
Docket Nos. ET6675/TL-12-1337 and ET6675/CN-12-1053

Name: Email:
Street Address:
City: State: ZIP:

Please share your comments on the environmental impact statement (EIS) that will be prepared
for the Minnesota to lowa 345 kV transmission line project. What issues / impacts need to be
evaluated for the project? What alternatives routes should be considered to mitigate these
impacts? What alternatives to the project should be studied? -

Comments must be received by Friday, August 2, 2013.
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Please submit this form at today’s meeting or mail it to the address provided on the back. You may use
additional sheets, as necessary. Comments can also be e-mailed to the Department of Commerce
Environmental Review Manager, Ray Kirsch, at: raymond.kirsch@state.mn.us or submitted online at:
http://mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities.
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30 July 2013
Mr. Ray Kirsch
Minnesota Department of Commerce
85 7" Place East, Suite 500
St. Paul, MN 55101-2198

Re: Docket #ET6675/TL-12-1337 and ET6675/CN-12-1053

Dear Sir,

I'am a property owner affected by the proposed new, 345 KV power line to be constructed by ITC Midwest
across southern Minnesota. The subject parcel is the NE quarter of Section 19 in Rutland Township, Martin
County, which is the family farm that I grew up on. The farmland is currently owned by my brother, Ted, and
my sister and her hushand, Carol and Mel Schultze. The farmstead is now owned by Dan and Jen Wedel. 1am
both concerned and puzzled by the proposed new routings, one of which runs along the east edge of our
property. The other runs along the south edge of our property.

I am especially puzzled by why the new line is not simply run along the right-of-way for the current high-
voltage line about a half-mile north of our property that runs east-west across Charlotte Lake, rather than
making a one-mile jog to the south along the east edge of our property, then east, then back north.

In any event, following are some of the reasons that | object to the proposed routings.

¢ Health effects associated with efectromagnetic radiation generated by the high-voltage lines are of
major concern. Although studies on the subject are controversial, the Wedels have two small
children and Mrs. Wedel is of child-bearing age. in addition, she and the young woman across the
road, who is also directly affected by the proposed power lines, are pia nning to operate child-care
facilities in the near future.

* Aerial spraying of farm crops will be adversely affected. We already have recently-installed high-
voltage lines running along the north side of our property. The new lines will make it very difficult
and dangerous to conduct aerial spraying operations, since both east-west and north-south pathways
will be obstructed.

* Visual pollution is another concern, both for those directly affected now, as well as for its impact on
property values. When combined with the effects cited above, we anticipate a significant negative
impact on the value of our property due to installation of the new lines.

I strenuously object to the proposed new routings, and especially to the north-south routing that runs along
the east edge of our property. Not only does it have serious negative effects, but it appears to be totally
unnecessary. As a practicing engineer for more than 40 years, | understand the importance of electricity and
the need to efficiently transport it, but I sincerely hope that another routing without these negative
environmental and economic effects will be chosen instead.

Sincerely, .. ..

Lyle E, Ziemann, P.E. -

Lyle E. Ziemann 546 Autumn Oaks Drive Ellisville, Missouri 63021-5988
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