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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Minnkota Power has applied to the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission under the Power Plant Siting Act (Minn. Statute 216E) for a route to built a 115 kV transmission line between Leon and Pine Lake townships. The Project includes a new 115/4.16 kV substation near Erie Lake.
 
The Project would serve a pump station on the new Sandpiper Pipeline. The pipeline is currently being reviewed in a separate Commission docket (PL6668/PPL-13-474).



What is EERA? 

Energy Environmental Review and Analysis (EERA) 
provides technical expertise and assistance to the 
Minnesota Public Utilities Commission, and 
conducts environmental review. 
 
• EERA and the Commission work cooperatively, but 

have distinct roles and function independently.  
• EERA does not work for the applicant. 
• EERA does not advocate for or against a project. 
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Presentation Notes
EERA is part of the Department of Commerce.

When preparing environmental review documents, EERA performs related tasks, including conducting scoping meetings, managing public comment periods, and other duties.



Environmental Assessment (EA) 

A tool for the public, agencies and decision-makers to 
assist in routing and permitting of a proposed project 
and alternatives: 
 
• Discusses potential human and environmental 

impacts  
• Identifies strategies for avoiding, minimizing, and 

mitigating potential impacts 
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Presentation Notes
The EA is a tool for understanding the project, it is not a decision document and will not make a recommendation.  





EA Requirements 

An EA must contain the following information: 
 
 A general description of the proposed project; 
 A list of any alternative routes to be addressed; 
 A discussion of potential impacts on the human and 

natural environment; 
 A discussion of mitigative measures; 
 An analysis of the feasibility of each alternative; 
 A list of required permits; and 
 A discussion of other matters identified during scoping. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
MN Rule 7850.3700, subp. 4



EA Scope 

Provides an outline for the EA developed for the 
project by identifying: 
 
• Issues and Impacts to be addressed 
• Alternative routes, if any, to be addressed 
• Schedule for completion of the EA 
• Other matters to be included in the EA; and 
• Matters to be excluded from the EA. 
 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The scope is designed to set the framework of the EA – 
what are the issues and impacts of concern, 
how would alternative routes (if any) compare to the proposed Project, 
when do we think it will be done.




EA Scoping Comments 

• What potential human and environmental impacts 
of the proposed project should be studied in the 
EA? 

• Are there any specific methods or potential 
changes to the proposed Project that could serve 
to avoid, reduce or mitigate these impacts that 
should be studied in the EA? 

• Are there specific alternative routes that should be 
addressed in the EA? 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
This is the main reason I’m here today.  

The more information that we receive from the public now, the better we are able to try to address it in the EA.  The more robust the EA is, the better it will inform whatever decisions are made on the project.



Scoping Comment: Impact 

Impact (General) 
• Rare and Unique 

Natural Resource 
 
 
Impact (Specific) 
• Blandings Turtle 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
On pp. 5-6 of the draft scoping document there is a draft outline of what the scope might look like.  

The outline has the headers for the impacts that we know we’ll address, generally the Factors the Commission must consider as per rule (Minn. Rule 7850.4100)

If you have an item that you don’t see there, let us know about it.

What we are particularly looking for are the particulars to a category.  For instance, we know that we need to address rare and unique natural resources, but we won’t be looking at all the T& E species in MN



Scoping Comment: 
Suggesting Route Alternatives 

Alternative Routes must: 
 
 Be specific and identifiable 
 Mitigate a specific impact 
 Meet the need for the project 
 Be submitted on time 
 Be feasible 

 
Suggestions need to explain why an alternative 
should be included in the EA, and include all 
supporting information the person wants the 
Department to consider. Include a map. 
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Presentation Notes
Its not enough to say “not here.”  If you can identify the issue and what you want to accomplish with an alternate route, that will be helpful for me in developing an alternative, and it might be helpful to you in thinking about an alternative.  




Example: Re-Align with Cty Road 

 

 



  
Scoping Comment: Agency Input 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
In preparing the scope, EERA takes all your comments and recommendations into account. We have the additional task of making sure state agencies that have an interest in the outcome also have their comments and recommendations considered in developing the scope. A good scope is usually the result of listening to a wide range of interests and calculating the important factors that need further consideration in the EA. 

Additionally, the Commission may also request alternates to be reviewed in the EA.



Environmental Review Timeline 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

*  Public Comment Opportunity 

 

Nov •Application Submitted to the Commission 

Jan •Application Accepted as Complete 

Feb •Public Meeting/Public Comment Period* 

May •Environmental Assessment Scoping Decision 

Aug •Environmental Assessment 

Aug •Public Hearing/Public Comment Period* 

Sep •Administrative Law Judge Summary Report 

Oct •Permit Decision by Public Utilities Commission 

We Are Here 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Relative timing in a tentative schedule.



Project Information 

Department of Commerce 
Energy Environmental Review and Analysis  

Website for Clearbrook-Clearbrook West Project: 
 

http://mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities/Docket.html?Id=33970  

 



Department Contact 

David Birkholz, Environmental Review Manager 
 
Phone: 651-539-1838 
     800-657-3794  
Email:   david.birkholz@state.mn.us 

 
 



 
Scoping Comments 

 
• Verbal Comments at Tonight’s Meeting 
• Complete and Submit a Comment Sheet 
• Comment On-Line: 

 http://mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities/#comments 
• Mail, Fax, or Email a Comment: 

 David Birkholz 
     Minnesota Department of Commerce 
     85 7th Place East, Suite 500 
     St. Paul, MN 55101-2198 
 fax: 651-539-0109 

 david.birkholz@state.mn.us  

• Comment Period Ends: Monday, March 7, 2016 

 

 



Public Comments 

• One Speaker at a Time 

• Please Limit Comments to a Few Minutes 

• Please State and Spell Your Name for the Court 
Reporter 

• Maintain Respect for Others 

• Direct Your Comments/Questions to the Scope of 
the EA 

 


	Slide Number 1
	Clearbrook-Clearbrook West 115 kV Project��Minnkota Power Cooperative Transmission and Substation Project in Clearwater County�
	What is EERA?
	Environmental Assessment (EA)
	EA Requirements
	EA Scope
	EA Scoping Comments
	Scoping Comment: Impact
	Scoping Comment:�Suggesting Route Alternatives
	Example: Re-Align with Cty Road
	Scoping Comment: Agency Input
	Environmental Review Timeline
	Project Information
	Department Contact
	�Scoping Comments�
	Public Comments

