
From: Brad Dokken
To: Storm, Bill (COMM)
Subject: Great Northern Transmission Line
Date: Tuesday, August 12, 2014 11:44:03 AM

Dear Mr. Storm,

As a landowner with property near the proposed border crossing route for the Great Northern
 Transmission Line, I am writing to again express my opposition to the route and request that
 an alternate route farther east be considered. I was unable to print out a map from MN
 Power's website, but hopefully the map I've attached suffices. If not, please respond before
 the Aug. 15 deadline.

As I've written in a previous comment you should have on file, Minnesota Power's proposed
 route is not acceptable because it lies within the right-of-way of a proposed cross-runway
 expansion to the Piney Pinecreek Border Airport and also would cut a swath through the
 eastern border of Roseau River Wildlife Management Area. One of the largest WMAs in the
 state, Roseau River is an important corridor for migratory waterfowl and home to plants such
 as the showy ladyslipper, Minnesota's state flower, and provides habitat for the few moose
 that remain in northwest Minnesota. Routing the power line adjacent to refuge headquarters
 would create a huge eyesore that can easily be avoided by moving the line farther east, away
 from people and property. 

The route as proposed also would lie directly in the path of several controlled waterfowl
 hunting blinds on WMA lands adjacent to County Road 3. That creates the potential hazard of
 hunters inadvertently shooting and hitting the power lines while hunting ducks and geese.

The proposed route also would have a negative impact on several farmers and landowners in
 Dieter Township, especially Stuart Rice, who would be forced to sacrifice two sides of one of
 his most productive farm fields if the proposed route goes through as planned. Factoring in
 the route's proximity to dwellings, that's far more sacrifice than anyone should be forced to
 make for a project  that will provide exactly zero benefits.

Manitoba Hydro and Minnesota Power should move the crossing point at the border farther
 east -- away from the airport, away from farmers and through uninhabited wooded areas. 

Ideally, as the attached map shows, I would like to see the route follow Manitoba Highway 12
 a few (perhaps 5) miles east of Manitoba Highway 89 and then cross into the U.S. east of
 Minnesota Hill. The most sensible option would be to route the power line along the border,
 which already has a cleared corridor, and then  crossing MN Highway 310 following the route
 MN Power has proposed on that side of the highway.

Doing this would also allow the route to avoid important Scientific and Natural Areas on the
 Minnesota side of the border.

Considering the scope of this project and the size of the proposed power lines and supporting
 structures, it's crucial the route is placed in an area where it has the least negative impact on
 the area's natural resources and the people who will be forced to live with it every day. I
 believe my suggested route achieves that goal.
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Thank you for your consideration, and if my map doesn't sufficiently meet your requirements,
 please let me know asap. 
Please keep me apprised of any updates to this project, as well.

Thank you,
Brad Dokken
Dokken Family Partnership
40836 290th Ave.
Roseau, MN 56751




