Written Public Comments Received on the
Scope of the Environmental Assessment for the
Menahga Area 115 kV Transmission Line Project
Docket Nos. ET2, E015/CN-14-787 and ET2, E015/TL-14-797

Agencies
(1) Minnesota Department of Transportation

Citizens
(1) Roger Alajoki
(2) Gerald Benjamin
(3) Wayne and Gala Dunbar
(4) Lori ElImore
(5) Wayne and Heidi Haverinen
(6) Mel and Ardith Holtan
(7) Leofwin Lindblom
(8) Michelle Neels
(9) Kari Tomperi
(10) Joseph Wuollet












85 7TH PLACE EAST, SUITE 500
SAINT PAUL, MINNESOTA 55101-2198
M INNESOTA DEF DL—P/\R MENT OF MN.GOV/COMMERCE

C OMME RCE 651.539.1500 FAX:651.539.1547
AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER

PUBLIC COMMENT FORM

Menahga Area 115 kV Transmission Line Project
Docket Nos. ET2, EO15/CN-14-787 and ET2, EO15/TL-14-797

Name: f“& \OK Cemc#evw 'ﬁegw AH‘_\GK.‘ Chale man

Street Address: 34016 S"(o Ao )

City: }/V\QV\Q\AO\\'C\ \ State: M z7p: ey
Email or Phone: Alg - gHq~ d6ay

Please share your comments on the environmental assessment (EA) that will be prepared for the
Menahga Area 115 kV transmission line project.
e What impacts need to be evaluated for the project? What mitigation measures?
e Are there alternative routes that should be considered that mitigate impacts? If so, please
describe the route and the impact(s) being mitigated. If possible, include a map.
e Are there alternatives to the project that should be studied that mitigate impacts? If so,
please describe the alternative and the impact(s) being mitigated.

COMMENTS MUST BE RECEIVED BY FRIDAY, APRIL 10, 2015.
No posts tw the cemetery or 75" 4o the nedth oF
/Uof,:lr\r‘: Berder land  cuzaer %)" an Bukmen wll denabe
75" o ?«ufcw en Phe  nerbn edﬁt oF cument ‘e‘m#"“}f

700/ ‘pwl-wt ; GXchs LA —

Signature: / "—4’6/{'/.//// Date: 53/5?4//:;’-

Please sub is form at today’s meeting or mail it to the address provided on the back. Please 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.







From: commerce.donotreply@state.mn.us [mailto:commerce.donotreply@state.mn.us]
Sent: Wednesday, February 04, 2015 4:33 PM

To: #COMM_Consumer Protection

Subject: Complaint Ticket: Benjamin Gerald | Other (please specify)

85 7th Place East, Suite 500 | Saint Paul, Minnesota 55101 | (651) 539-1600 |
consumer.protection@state.mn.us

Complaint

Date Submitted : Wednesday, February 04, 2015

Inquiry Type (if general inquiry, scroll to the bottom): Complaint

Consumer Information

Name: Gerald Benjamin

Email Address: gh838x@att.com

Phone: 218 252 4579

Address: 16433 Arbor Rd, Menahga, Minnesota, 56464

Complaint Information

Industry : Other (please specify)Electric

Reason Contacting : Other (please specify)filing comments

Account Number (for financial institutions complaints) :


mailto:commerce.donotreply@state.mn.us
mailto:commerce.donotreply@state.mn.us
mailto:consumer.protection@state.mn.us
mailto:gb838x@att.com

Company Information

Name : Todd Wadena Elect and Great River Energy

Address : not known, Menahga, Minnesota 56464

Individual Information (if applicable)

Name : dockit 14-797

Address : ,,

Other Party Information (if applicable)

Name :

Address : , ,

Complaint Details :

PUC Docket Number: ET2, E015/CN-14-797 Item The new power line from Hubbard Sub Station to Menahga. | do
not know if this line would be required | will take the position that it would be. I am concern about the power
company putting their interest over the interest of the area being effected. | am also concerned about one of the
reasons for building the new line. The reasons for building the line is to increase reliability, | believe that the
Hubbard substation is not the best location for the line to tap power from the 230KVA line. | believe there should be
a new substation located at the location were the 115KVA (perposeded line ) goes south . This would do some major
improvements, 1: The land would not be required for over 5 miles that is parallel to the 230KVA line 2: there is a
power saving on the distabrution system by elimination of over 10 miles of line that the power will be traveling. 3:
By having over 10 miles less of line to serve the prosed locations would help to increase reliability. | asked the
question to Toad Wadena Repusantive about this and was told that they are not paying for the land/ line from the
Hubbard substation . Great River energy would be building the line. If they build a substation then Toad Wadena
Electric would need to pay for the substation. | find this reason as flawed and not in the best interest of the public. |
need this to be sumited






Wayne and Gala Dunbar
34308 109th Ave
Menahga, MN 56464

March 15, 2015

Raymond Kirsch

Minnesota Department of Commerce R E C E 5 v ;
85 7th Place East, Suite 500 E D
St. Paul, MN, 55101

651-539-0109 MAR 19 2015

MAILROOM

Dear Mr Kirsch,

Recently, I was contacted by a representative of Great River Energy, Michelle Lommel,
regarding the proposed installation of a new power line to service the new pipe line pump
station located in Sebeka MN. I am one of the many residents being adversely affected by
the proposed location of the new 115kv transmission lines.

You see, the proposed transmission line location cuts directly through my mature stand of
Pine Trees, it also goes over top of a well that I use to water my small cattle herd that
sustains my family financially. This proposed route will adversely affect not only my
financial sustainability but also the environmental impact on my land is devastating to
me.

I have lived on my small farm for over 40 years. In that time I have watched the 40 acre
parcel across from my home mature into a 20 acre parcel of mature pine trees that are
approximately 500 feet deep, and run down the entire roadway that is the proposed
transmission line route and a mix of woods and lowland past that point. I have watched
all types of wild life utilize this pine belt for protection and nourishment.

~ The 40 acre parcel is also used for my small beef farm in that I rotate feeding a herd into
it during the winter months. This rotation allows me to keep diseases practically non-
existent in my herd. It also puts much needed nutrients on the soil to help summer grasses
and other nourishment for the wildlife to grow. Observing this parcel over my ownership
has proven to me that I have positively increased the wildlife population because of my
conservative use of the property. (If T was only interested in cattle production I would
have logged off the entire 40 acre parcel with the exception of a windbreak for my home
and over utilized the property as some people do.)

In meeting with the Great River Energy representative I was sadly informed that they plan '
on putting a 100 foot easement through my mature pines with a 500 foot access route. I
was told by their representative that they plan on cutting a clear cut swath through my




pine trees at least 100 foot wide. I say at least because as explained to me they will cut all
trees down that are within fifty (50) foot of the transmission line on both sides of the line,
plus any trees that are more than 50 foot tall that could fall onto their power line. That
means that they will be clear cutting at least sixty to seventy feet of my pine trees away
from the power line or a one hundred twenty(120) to one hundred forty (140) foot swath
out of my pine trees.

In addition, the 500 foot wide access swath will effectively put under their control the
entire width of my pine tree shelter belt giving them full authority to do as they please to
this mature stand. This undo control of my land will prevent me from ever utilizing this
beautiful parcel for anything including over wintering my cattle or even maybe someday
building my wife the small retirement home on the back end of the pines because the 500
foot access control will put an end to those dreams.

This one hundred forty foot swath, (at a minimum) will remove my windbreak for my
home, leave my cattle with little over winter protection and damage valuable wildlife
protection and production area, Not to mention that according to the GRE representative
my well that I have on that parcel to water my cattle and wildlife will no longer be
useable because it will be polluted with stray static electricity.

Sir, T am sure you are aware of studies done (independent of Great River Energy) that
have shown negative affects that power line stray electricity has on livestock and humans.
These negative affects span a range of behavioral issues to causing cancer. Both my wife
and 1 are cancer survivors, and with me still battling the disease I am not looking forward
to having another cancer cause being forced upon me.

In my meeting with the representative of Great River, she assured me that they had
studies done proving that my concerns over another cancer cause was unfounded.
However I honestly question the motives behind her study and am not sure it was a totally
unbiased study. She also offered me 85% of their perceived value of the land of 100 foot
wide easement, approx 2-1/2 acres and nothing for the rest of the 500 foot route width, to
make me whole from the theft of my property, peace and quiet, shelter from the wind, and
theft of my way of life. I found this personally demeaning and cold.

I have also contacted a local realtor and inquired as to the value of my 40 acre parcel
should this transmission line come through. He advised me that if the line went through
the property the way Great River is demanding 1 would not have a tract suitable as a
building site because most people do not want to live that close to transmission lines and
most people do not want to have approximately 20 acres of a 40 acre parcel not under
their control even though they will be paying taxes on it. In addition the buildable portion
of the property lie primarily if not totally within the 500 foot access swath. Therefore, the
value of the land would decrease by about 50 percent.

I would like to be clear that T am not against the power line or the pipeline being done
just would like it to be done in a way that doesn’t affect me and my way of life so




negatively. In fact, I offered to let the company route the line over already cleared land
that I own only to be told that they did not want to take that route because it was
inconvenient to Great River Energy and not a smooth road for them to travel. To be sure I
was taken aback by that response. It confirmed to me that their route was being taken
without due regard to the people , livestock and wildlife who live here, but rather for
their convenience . I also offered a second way to take the line and again was rebuffed. 1
have attached a map that details both of my alternative routes that save mature trees and a
way of life.

Sir, we are looking to you for help in this matter as we do not see any consideration
towards us or our concerns from Great River Energy. In fact the only thing we see from
them is a lack of caring for the environment and those who not only live within this
specific environment but depend on it for a way of life apparently not understood by
Great River Energy.

Respectfully awaiting your assistance,
ﬁr":j ka&\ci—(&‘,_, td)«ff/t//b«_a(é‘y/v@,.;._,

Wayne and Gala Dunbar

Encl: map of suggested routes
Great river Energy Notice

cc: Carole L. Schmidt
Michelle Lommel
Cezar Panait
Steve Green




January 26, 2015

mmnesola power

h' ALLE;E coMPANY

NOTICE OF THE GREAT RIVER ENERGY AND MINNESOTA POWER APPLICATION FOR
- A NEW TRANSMISSION PROJECT IN THE MENAHGA AREA

GREAT RIVER ENERGY" P4

ATouchstone Energy* Cooperative Aol .

Great River Energy, headquartered in Maple Grove, MN and Minnesota Power, headquartered
in Duluth, MN are proposing a new high voltage transmlssron line project that erI serve a new
Minnesota Pipe Line Company (MPL) pump station and will significantly improve electric
—————rsliability for-customers—in—the—-Menahga—Area—in-Hubbard,—\Wadena-and-Becker-Counties,——+——— -
Minnesota (Project). On January 15, 2015, Great River Energy and Minnesota Power
(Applicants) submitted an application to the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission
(Commission) for a route permit for the Project (Docket No. ET2, E015/TL-14-797) pursuant to
the alternative permitting process contained in Minnesota Rules 7850.2800 to 7850.3900, and
Minnesota Statutes Section 216E.04 (the Minnesota Power Plant Siting Act).

Because the total mileage of the proposed transmission project is greater than 10 miles, a
Certificate of Need from the Commission is required per Minnesota Statutes 216B.2421 and
216B.243. The Certificate of Need application (Docket No. ET2, E015/CN-14-787) was
submitted jomtly with the Route Permit Application on January 15, 2015.

Applicants have studied the power service to the region and have determined that new 115 kV
electrical facilities are needed to meet existing electric load and future electric load
requirements. The proposed plan to address the power system overloads in the area and to
serve the new Todd-Wadena Electric Cooperative (Todd—Wadena) Substation includes: ‘

e Construction of approximately 7 miles of east-west transmission line between the
existing Great River Energy Hubbard Substation and proposed new Minnesota Power
“Straight River” Substation, which will replace the existing Minnesota Power 34.5 kV
"622" feeder line. The first 4.5 miles between the Hubbard Substation and County

--Road (CR)-115- is_proposed-as-double-circuit- 115-k\.-line_to-accommodate-a-future ..

Great River Energy project to the north. The approximate 2.5 miles between CR 115
and the proposed Minnesota Power Stralght Rrver Substatlon will be single-circuit 115
kv Ime

e Construction of a generally north to south, single-circuit transmission line
(approximately 15.5 miles) between the proposed Minnesota Power Straight River
Substation and the proposed new Todd-Wadena “Red Eye” Substatlon

e Construction of the proposed new Minnesota Power Straight River Substation, Great
River Energy “Blueberry” Substation, and Todd-Wadena Red Eye Substation (that will
serve the new MPL pump station); relocation of the existing Todd-Wadena Menahga
Substation to the new Blueberry Substation site and conversion of the voltage from
34.5 kV to 115 kV; and modifications to the existing Great River Energy Hubbard
Substation and the Minnesota Power Pipeline Substation.

8cc the enclosed fact sheot and map showing the proposed Project.
I
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85 7TH PLACE EAST, SUITE 500
SAINT PAUL, MINNESOTA 5510
MINNHO TA DEPARTMENT OF MN.GOV/COMME A&

Pg.

Pg.

COMMERCE AN ECUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER %
1, W &
PUBLIC COMMENT FORM ,q/ «;
Menahga Area 115 kV Transmission Line Project 4

Name: LORI ELMORE

Docket Nos. ET2, E015/CN-14-787 and ET2, EO15/TL-14-797 ‘ ;io

Street Address: 10705 ST.HWY 87

City: MENAHGA State: MN ZIP: 56464

Email or Phone: (218) 564-5096

Please share your comments on the environmental assessment (EA) that will be prepared for the
Menahga Area 115 kV transmission line project.
e What impacts need to be evaluated for the project? What mitigation measures?
e Are there alternative routes that should be considered that mitigate impacts? If so, please
describe the route and the impact(s) being mitigated. If possible, include a map.
e Are there alternatives to the project that should be studied that mitigate impacts? If so,
please describe the alternative and the impact(s) being mitigated.

COMMENTS MUST BE RECEIVED BY FRIDAY, APRIL 10, 2015.

1) At this address I have concerns regarding losing the wind buffer I have worked on
“for 20 years protecting my house and drive from the North/West winds im winter.
Hav1ng a power pale to look at in my front yard with guy wires going to "who knows
where'" and a power line going over my drive way. '
"West Central has a cable box in the same location as proposed pole location.
I will have ho cell receptlon at my home as I have already had to get a booster for
_.them in the house. .
I have concerns of property 1051ng value and in future would want to sell 1t would be dif
dicciculty to do so.
2 ) The destruction of habitat where the Showy Lady Sl1ppers grow and flour1sh along
--with—other wild-flowers. -~ -

Pg. 3) P1ctures of some of the lady sllppers that llve there.

d |

S‘g"a‘:“fO&ug%ww Date: 4 - 75— /&

Please submit tjs form at today’s meeting or mail it to the address provided on the back. Please 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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Minnesota Public Utilities Commission \VIEEEET)

Cezar Panait, Staff Analyst JAN i5 2015
121 - 7" Place East, Suite 350 '

S MAlROOM

Re: Docket No. ET2, E015/CN-14-787
Routing for Great River Energy 115 KV Transmission Line

I am a resident of property adjacent to the proposed route
of this transmission line. I wish to suggest a route
change that would move a part of that line so that it would
not run beside seven residences while not making any
difference in the total length of the line.

Almost all my knowledge about this project is the result of
a conversation with Michelle Lommel of Great River Energy
(GRE) at the public meeting held in late September in
Menahga, MN. My interest in the project deals with the
part of the line that runs beside State Highway 87 between
the County Line between Wadena and Becker Counties and 111"
Avenue in Wadena County. Based on that conversation, GRE
intends to create a 100 foot wide Right-of-Way (ROW) on the
south side of Hwy 87 for some distance east from the County
Line, and then move the Right-of-Way and transmission line
to the north side of Hwy 87 some place west of 107 Avenue.
The Right-of-Way would continue along the north side of the
highway until the transmission line would cross the highway
a short distance west of 111™ Avenue to go south to the
proposed substation. My understanding of the reason for
moving the ROW from the south side of highway to the north
side is because they need to have guy lines to support the
poles when the line makes a 90 degree turn, and there would
not be space for such anchors if the ROW was right beside
the south side of the highway.

My land and residence is in the NW quarter of the NW
guarter of Section 29 of Blueberry Township. Highway 87
runs along the north side and 111%™ Avenue runs along the
east side of my property. The existing Menahga Substation
of Todd-Wadena Electric is adjacent to the SE corner of my
40 acres. There is an easement and distribution power line
for Todd-Wadena Electric along the east side and north side
of this property. The centerline of that easement is 61
feet from the north end (and television antenna) of my
house. The three pipelines of Minnesota Pipe Line Company
also cross the northeast corner of my property. A Natural
Gas pipeline enters the south side of my property and exits




the north side to cross the highway and continues north.
Its path across the 10 acres of grass along 111™ Avenue is
unclear, but is not a straight line (a few years ago I was
going to do some digging in that area. The man from the
Gas Company that marked the line said that he could not
have good confidence in detecting that pipe location.)

With the proposed routing, the new 115 KV line would follow
the existing distribution line across that 10 acres of
grass and have to miss both the oil and natural gas
pipelines. The 115 KV transmission line would also be
routed close to a residence on the west side of 111" Avenue
in this scenario.

I am concerned that the presence of the 115 KV transmission
line across the road from my house would, if not reduce the
market value of my residence, it would at least reduce its
marketability (speed of sale) when I, or my heirs,
considered it to be time to sell the property. While I am
willing to consider health problems/fears blamed on EMF
from power lines as old-wives tales, a more immediate EMF
concern is the closeness of my TV antenna to that EMF
source. I presently have TV service off-the-air through
that antenna. Having a high EMF source nearby might
introduce static that would ruin the picture, etc. Cable
service would be a extra $500-a-year cost that I could ill-
afford. Another problem is that the radio stations I
prefer to listen to have weak signals in this area. Would
there be additional static in those signals?

My goal in trying to change the routing of the 115 KV
transmission line is to suggest a routing change that will
remove proximity to residences along Highway 87 without
putting it close to any other residences.

There are six residences and a business (gravel pit with
buildings near the highway) along Highway 87 between the
County Line road and 111" Avenue. They are all (except one
farm place) within a hundred feet or so of the highway.

The southeast corner of the intersection of the County Line
road and the highway is a gravel pit operation that is
primarily bare ground. There are no buildings along the
west side of County Line road between a half mile north of
Highway 87 and where the extension of the GRE 34.5 KV
transmission line would meet the County Line road. There
is a small housing development back in the woods west of
the County Line road about a half mile south of the
highway. Both north and south of Highway 87 there is a



wetland about a quarter mile wide that must be crossed.

The headwaters of that wetland start somewhere in the
center of Section 30, but might not be as much as 3/4"" mile
south of the highway. The land in the south half of
Section 30 is all woods with a mixed stand of hardwoods (no
residences or farm ground).

If the 115 KV transmission line is routed straight south
along the east side of the County Line road to a quarter
mile north of 350" Street and then east across Section 30
of Blueberry Township (lining up with where the GRE 34.5 KV
line comes in from the east), the route does not pass close
to any residences. If GRE and Todd-Wadena Electric select
a site for the proposed new GRE/Blueberry Substation that
is south of the residence that is between the existing
Menahga Substation and the present location of the GRE 34.5
KV line, the 115 KV transmission line would not pass close
to any residences on Sections 29 or 30 of Blueberry
Township. The transmission line leaving the proposed
Substation to go south toward Sebeka could go back west
along the incoming line through the woods until it lined up
with 109" Avenue to continue south. The Natural Gas
pipeline comes up 109" Avenue to enter Section 30 at 350%
Street.

I don’t remember if I read it in some literature provided
by GRE or if I heard it in my conversation with Michelle
Lommel, but some place I picked up the information that GRE
tries to route transmission lines through easements for
other utilities like pipelines, etc. Another choice for
routing this transmission line would be to route it down
the MPL pipeline easement from the Hubbard County Line all
the way to the site of the MPL Sebeka Pump Station. That
route would be somewhat shorter because it approximates a
straight line, and the easements have already been
obtained.

Either way, my property has the potential to be involved.

Sincerely

Leofwin Lindblom
10961 State Hwy 87

Menahga, MN 56464
southpawlwcta.net







Copies of this communication will be sent to:

Minnesota Public Utilities Commission
Cezar Panait, Staff Analyst

121 - 7" Place East, Suite 350

St. Paul, MN 55101

Department of Commerce, EERA

Ray Kirsch, Environmental Review Manager
85 — 7™ Place East, Suite 500

St. Paul, MN 55101

Michelle Lommel

Senior Field Representative
Great River Energy

12300 Elm Creek Blvd

Maple Grove, MN 55369

Carole L, Schmidt

Supervisor, Trans. Permitting and Compliance
Great River Energy

12300 Elm Creek Blvd

Maple Grove, MN 55369

Todd-Wadena Electric Coop
Design/Permitting Section
P.0O. Box 431

Wadena, MN 56482

Midwest Specialties
10121 State Hwy 87
Menahga, MN 56464

M. Holtan
10244 State Hwy 87
Menahga, MN 56464

B. Holtan
10482 State Hwy 87
Menahga, MN 56464

Mrs. James Wilmes
10732 State Hwy 87
Menahga, MN 56464



L. Elmore
10705 State Hwy 87
Menahga, MN 56464

G. Tomperi
35649 — 111" Avenue
Menahga, MN 56464

Durwin Tomperi
11508 — 350" Street
Menahga, MN 56464

Butch Cole or Current Resident
10130 State Hwy 87
Menahga, MN 56464


















85 7TH PLACE EAST, SUITE 500
SAINT PAUL, MINNESOTA 55101-2198

MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF MN.GOV/COMMERCE

COMMER“CE 651.539.1500 FAX: 651.539.1547

. AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
PUBLIC COMMENT FORM

Menahga Area 115 kV Transmission Line Project
Docket Nos. ET2, E015/CN-14-787 and ET2, E015/TL-14-797

Name: Mo.gw,w L dblgr
Street Address: (o 74t State |, 7
¢

City: M‘@’w‘]"ﬁ o M State: ZIP: £7¢ <) Ln

Email or Phone: Pl - s )00

Please share your comments on the environmental assessment (EA) that will be prepared for the
Menahga Area 115 kV transmission line project.
e What impacts need to be evaluated for the project? What mitigation measures?
e Are there alternative routes that should be considered that mitigate impacts? If so, please
describe the route and the impact(s) being mitigated. If possible, include a map.
e Are there alternatives to the project that should be studied that mitigate impacts? If so,
please describe the alternative and the impact(s) being mitigated.

COMMENTS MUST BE RECEIVED BY FRIDAY, APRIL 10, 2015.
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Signature: W LAl s Date: 3 -7 4.4
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Please submit this form at today’s meeting or mail it to the address provided on the back. Please 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.




March, 24,2014
To whom it may concern,

Recently, my parents were contacted by a representative of Great River Energy, Michelle
Lommel, regarding the proposed installation of a new power line to service the new pipe
line pump station located in Sebeka MN. My husband and I am one of the many residents
being adversely affected by the proposed location of the new 115kv transmission lines.

The proposed transmission line location cuts directly through their mature stand of Pine
Trees, it also goes over top of a well that we use to water my small cattle herd. This
proposed route will adversely affect not only my financial sustainability but also the
environmental impact on their land is devastating to me.

I was raised on this small farm and came back to it to follow in my parents footsteps, after
being away for 10 years, and started a small cattle herd. Over time, I have watched the 40
acre parcel across from my home mature into a 20 acre parcel of mature pine trees that are
approximately 500 feet deep, and run down the entire roadway that is the proposed
transmission line route and a mix of woods and open pasture past that point. I have
watched all types of wild life utilize this pine belt for protection and nourishment.

The 40 acre parcel is also used for my small beef herd, in that we rotate feeding a herd
into it during the winter months. This rotation allows me to keep diseases practically non-
existent in my herd. It also puts much needed nutrients on the soil to help summer grasses
and other nourishment for the wildlife to grow. Observing this parcel over the years has
proven to me that we have positively increased the wildlife population because of our
conservative use of the property.

In meeting with the Great River Energy representative my father was sadly informed that
they plan on putting a 100 foot easement through this mature pine belt with a 500 foot
access route. He was told by their representative that they plan on cutting a clear cut
swath through the pine trees at least 100 foot wide. I say at least because as explained to
him, they will cut all trees down that are within fifty (50) foot of the transmission line on
both sides of the line, plus any trees that are more than 50 foot tall that could fall onto
their power line. That means that they will be clear cutting at least sixty to seventy feet of
these pine trees away from the power line or a one hundred twenty(120) to one hundred
forty (140) foot swath out of the pine trees.

In addition, the 500 foot wide access swath will effectively put under their control the
entire width of the pine tree shelter belt giving them full authority to do as they please to
this mature stand. This undo control of his land will prevent me from ever utilizing this
beautiful parcel for anything including over wintering my cattle.

This one hundred forty foot swath, (at a minimum) will remove my windbreak for my
home, leave my cattle with little over winter protection and damage valuable wildlife
protection and production area. Not to mention that according to the GRE representative
the well that is on that parcel to water my cattle and wildlife will no longer be useable
because it will be polluted with stray static electricity.

I am sure you are aware of studies done (independent of Great River Energy) that have




shown negative affects that power line stray electricity has on livestock and humans.
These negative affects span a range of behavioral issues to causing cancer. Both my
parents are cancer survivors and I am concerned what effect this power line will have on
them.

In my fathers meeting with the representative of Great River, she assured him that they
had studies done proving that our concerns over another cancer cause was unfounded.
However I honestly question the motives behind her study and am not sure it was a totally
unbiased study.

She also offered him 85% of their perceived value of the land of 100 foot wide easement,
approx 2-1/2 acres and nothing for the rest of the 500 foot route width, to make him
whole from the ravashing of his property, our peace and quiet, shelter from the wind, and
theft of our way of life. I found this personally demeaning and cold.

1 would like to be clear that I am not against the power line or the pipeline being done I
just would like it to be done in a way that doesn’t affect me, my parents and our way of
life so negatively. In fact, he offered to let the company route the line over already cleared
land that he owns, only to be told that they did not want to take that route because it was
inconvenient to Great River Energy and not a smooth road for them to travel. To be sure
he was taken aback by that response. It confirmed to me that their route was being taken
without due regard to the people, livestock and wildlife who live here, but rather for their
convenience and gain, He also offered a second way to take the line and again was
rebuffed. We spent some time to check out several alternative routes that would not
adversely affect our, or others, way of life and should be convenient for Great River
Energy.

we are looking to you for help in this matter as we do not see any consideration towards
us or our concerns from Great River Energy. In fact the only thing we see from them is a
lack of caring for the environment and those who not only live within this specific
environment but depend on it for a way of life apparently not understood by Great River
Energy.

Respectfully awaiting your assistance,

Michelle Neels
34236 119th Ave
Menahga, MN 56464







From: apache@web.Imic.state.mn.us

To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: Tomperi Mon Apr 6 14:23:25 2015 ET2, E015/TL-14-797
Date: Monday, April 06, 2015 2:23:30 PM

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: Menahga Area 115 kV Transmission Line Project

Docket number: ET2, EO15/TL-14-797

User Name: Kari Tomperi

County: Wadena County

City: Menahga

Email: Ktomperi@wcta.net

Phone: 218.564.5335

Impact: | am very concerned about the jog that is being proposed in sections 19, 20, 29, and 30 of Blueberry
Township. If the Menahga substation is being abandoned, why is the route not designed to just extend further south
through section 30 and then across section 29. The area where the line crosses 87 is a very pristine tamarack and

lady slipper refuge. Whereas the route south through 30 is farmland and willow bog.

I am also concerned about the siting of the Blueberry Station, it would appear less damaging if it were on the far
west side of sec 30.

Mitigation: | am suggesting a straight line south through Section 30 of Blueberry Township to a substation at the
location where the line then heads directly east to reconnect with the existing line. This also impacts less homes on
the proposed route.

Submission date: Mon Apr 6 14:23:25 2015

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

Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)

From: Joe Wuollet <cuzzyjoe@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, February 02, 2015 9:50 AM
To: projects@grenergy.com; Panait, Cezar M (PUC); Kirsch, Raymond (COMM);

cschmidt@GREnergy.com; mlommel@GREnergy.com; rep.steve.green@house.mn;
sen.rod.skoe@senate.mn
Subject: Power line proposed in Menahga MN Area

To Whom it May Concern:

Ladies and Gentlemen,

| am a property owner along the route of the Proposed Great River Energy Menahga 115 kV Transmission Line
(Docket No. ET2, E015/CN-14-787). My Property is legally described as; Section 12 Township 138 Range 036
SE1/4 of NE1/4. In easier terms, | own the west side of the first quarter mile of CR-156 north of CSAH-40 along
the proposed route.

I have no interest in, and no desire for, a high line to cross or run along or through said property. | will soon be
building my home and and have already begun to farm on that property, and do not wish to have stray
electricity by my home and farm. | moved to this area from the Minneapolis metropolitan area to remove
myself from these proven dangers and their effects on agriculture. My devotion to the avoidance of said
dangers has prompted me to plan the construction of my home, and life thereafter, not connected to the
power grid, rather finding alternative means to power my home and lifestyle.

It is my desire in this notification to state in the strongest possible terms my opposition to this line crossing my
property and request that, at a minimum, the proposed line stay east on the Wadena County side of CR-156.

Any questions, comments, and concerns may be addressed by e-mail to cuzzyjoe@hotmail.com, or mailing me
at my current address:

Joseph Wuollet

14787 583rd Ave

Menahga, MN 56464

Thank You,
Sincerely,
Joseph Wuollet
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