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Sarah L. Johnson

From: Sarah L. Johnson
Sent: Friday, April 08, 2016 10:07 AM
To: Sarah L. Johnson
Subject: FW: Minnkota Power - MPR Laporte 115 kV Transmission Line - Early Coordination
Attachments: 2756_001.pdf; Minnkota115kV.bmp

From: Terry Johnson [mailto:tjohnson@minnkota.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:12 AM 
To: Louise I. Segroves <LSegroves@barr.com> 
Subject: FW: Minnkota Power ‐ MPR Laporte 115 kV Transmission Line ‐ Early Coordination 
Importance: High 
 

From: Doperalski, Melissa (DNR) [mailto:melissa.doperalski@state.mn.us]  
Sent: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:16 PM 
To: Terry Johnson 
Subject: RE: Minnkota Power ‐ MPR Laporte 115 kV Transmission Line ‐ Early Coordination 
Importance: High 
 
Terry, 
Based on our previous discussion included herein are comments, suggestions (along with a little more detail than our 
discussion included), and responses to some of the questions that you had when we spoke for your consideration for 
inclusion to the Route Permit Application (RPA) and/or Environmental Report (ER) for the proposed MPR Laporte 115 kV 
Transmission Line project. We are including a couple of route alternative options that you may or may not have 
considered in your route planning to date that from the DNR’s perspective, would reduce impacts to sensitive and 
protected features. 
 
We appreciate the effort that Minnkota Power has taken in working to find the least environmental impact route 
crossing the LaSalle Creek. The MNDNR discourages greenfield crossings when feasible particularly when there are a 
number of rare or sensitive features within an area that would be negatively affected by clearing a corridor. In the case 
of the LaSalle Creek crossing and adjacent areas, this includes MBS sites of High and Outstanding Biodiversity, several 
different types of native plant communities, rare species, and LaSalle Creek is a designated trout stream. The proposed 
route would create additional habitat fragmentation and disturbance within the MBS preliminary site (#15028), where 
red‐shouldered hawks (state Special Concern), northern long‐eared bats (state Special Concern, Federally threatened) 
and several state critically‐imperiled (FDc23a1, FDc24a1), imperiled (FDc34a) and vulnerable (FDn33a1) native plant 
communities have been documented. Red‐shouldered hawks are a species dependent upon intact blocks of forest 
habitat‐ so creating a second, parallel utility corridor through this area reduces the habitat value for this species. 
Additionally, several northern long‐eared bat roost trees have been documented within this area, so any development 
projects would need to carefully address avoiding take of this species.  
 
In review of the figure provided and other maps/resources available to us, there are existing disturbed corridors in the 
general vicinity that may offer the opportunity for routing that includes roadways and an existing Koch pipeline corridor. 
We had discussed the Koch pipeline as one possible alternative. In our discussion, you had mentioned that it wasn’t 
feasible due to interference issues and that it also wouldn’t provide a least environmental impact scenario as the route 
you have proposed. The MNDNR would look to the RPA and the ER to clearly describe why this existing corridor wasn’t 
feasible and why it didn’t provide the least environmental impact scenario.  
 
In addition, the MNDNR would like Minnkota Power to consider alternatives that avoid the creation of a new corridor 
through the MBS site and crossing the stream altogether. This could be achieved by heading due east from the starting 
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point and cross north of Big LaSalle Lake along Ridgeway Drive to 105th Avenue, then south to 400th Street. This route 
still makes use of county land and limits the habitat impacts of a new corridor by utilizing existing roadway corridors. 
Another option would be from 281st Ave to 200 to 400th Street. This would be in accordance with MN Rules Chapter 
6135, specifically as it pertains to public lands and waters utility crossings. Route should avoid impacts to Itasca State 
Park.  
 
In addition, it is recommended that for wetland/river crossings, that construction occur during winter when the ground 
is frozen. This will help to minimize vegetation disturbance and decrease the potential for undesirable species, including 
invasive species, to establish. Also as it pertains to right‐of‐ways (construction and maintenance) natural vegetation 
which does not pose a threat to the utility should be allowed to grow in the right‐of‐way. It is especially important that 
vegetation buffers remain in place along the banks of the creek.  In any areas where ground disturbance has occurred, 
reseeding should occur with approved, local, native seed mixes that match local native plant community species to the 
extent practicable. Because LaSalle Creek is a designated trout stream, vegetation maintenance within this corridor 
should be by mechanical means and should occur outside of spawning/nesting season. This is also in accordance with 
MN Rules Chapter 6135 as it pertains to crossings of public lands and waters; however, we recommend that this be 
followed for all other areas as well. 
 
The Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (MNDNR) recommends that the RPA and ER include a discussion on 
the rare features and species that occur or that may occur within the project area and the potential effects the proposed 
project may have on them. There is a lot of MNDNR information that is publically available on the Minnesota Geospatial 
Commons website at https://gisdata.mn.gov/organization/us‐mn‐state‐dnr. From review of the figure provided with 
your early  notification letter, you have utilized some of this information already. Other useful shapefiles include 
MNDNR Native Plant Communities and DNR Hydrography ‐ Designated Trout Streams.  
 
As we discussed, Minnesota Biological Surveys (MBSs) have not been completed for Clearwater County (anticipated to 
be completed in 2015 ‐ http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/eco/mcbs/outcomes/map.html). We appreciate your consideration 
of this information in routing as indicated in your provided map; however, 
” it needs to be noted that the information utilized in that map was not complete. I have been able to locate some 
preliminary site findings within your project area. As indicated, these are preliminary findings which boundaries and full 
survey data has not been finalized including native plant community types. However, it provides additional information 
for your consideration.  I have attached a map that includes the Hubbard County MBS sites as well as the preliminary 
Clearwater County MBS sites (and estimated proposed route drawn) for your reference. 
 
Locations of listed species or rare features that are protected are considered non‐public information and are not 
available on the Minnesota Geospatial Commons website. This is information that can only be obtained from the Natural 
Heritage Information System (NHIS) by request. In our discussion you had mentioned that a NHIS data query had been 
completed. I was unable to locate a copy of this review and also spoke with NHIS staff who were unable to locate it as 
well. It may be that it hasn’t been uploaded to our system; however, another possibility is that your company or possibly 
a contractor (?) has a license and access to this information. If your company or a contractor has completed this review, 
we request that you provide your findings to Lisa Joyal, our Endangered Species Review Coordinator, along with a 
request for her concurrence for the findings. Lisa’s email is lisa.joyal@state.mn.us. The Natural Heritage Review 
Specialist, Samantha Bump, may also be available to assist you. Her contact information is 
Samantha.bump@state.mn.us. If you did receive a response from our NHIS staff, please review the details provided as 
they may include recommendations  not included with this response for avoidance or minimization of impacts. I have 
touched upon some of the species in this area that may be impacted by the proposed project above. 
 
I noted in my review of the resources within the project area (and as would be identified within your NHIS review letter) 
that there is a potential for northern‐eared bats to be found within the project area. You should be aware that effective 
May 4, 2015, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service listed the northern long‐eared bat as threatened under the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) and implemented an interim 4(d)rule. The ESA prohibits the take of this species without a permit. It is 
possible that your project may require a permit. To determine whether the “take” is exempt under the interim 4(d) you 
should refer to the USFWS Key to the Interim 4(d) Rule available at 
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http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nleb/Interim4dRuleKeyNLEB.html. From a state perspective, the 
northern long‐eared bat is considered a state species of concern. Potential activities that may impact this species, 
including destruction/degradation of habitat (including tree removal) are discouraged.  
 
As previously mentioned, we have already briefly discussed the Koch pipeline corridor. If you would like to discuss other 
potential options as recommended or have questions on any of the information I have provided, please don’t hesitate to 
contact us. 
 
Thank you for your patience, 
Melissa  
 
Melissa Doperalski 

Minnesota Department of Natural Resources 
Environmental Review Planner 
melissa.doperalski@state.mn.us 
603-479-1129 
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Sarah L. Johnson

From: Sarah L. Johnson
Sent: Friday, April 08, 2016 10:27 AM
To: Sarah L. Johnson
Subject: FW: Potential Minnkota Power 115kV transmission line project.

 

From: Randy E. Duncan  
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2016 2:18 PM 
To: Mandy Bohnenblust <ABohnenblust@barr.com>; Sarah L. Johnson <SJohnson@barr.com> 
Subject: FW: Potential Minnkota Power 115kV transmission line project. 
 

From: Terry Johnson [mailto:tjohnson@minnkota.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2016 2:08 PM 
To: Randy E. Duncan <RDuncan@barr.com> 
Subject: FW: Potential Minnkota Power 115kV transmission line project. 
 
 
 

From: Olson, Theresa (DNR) [mailto:Theresa.Olson@state.mn.us]  
Sent: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:50 AM 
To: Terry Johnson <tjohnson@minnkota.com> 
Subject: FW: Potential Minnkota Power 115kV transmission line project. 
 
Here is the Fisheries biologist  
 
From: Kingsley, Doug W (DNR)  
Sent: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 11:05 AM 
To: Olson, Theresa (DNR) 
Subject: RE: Potential Minnkota Power 115kV transmission line project.  
 
Theresa, 
 
As far as crossing LaSalle Creek, I think the best options as described on the attached map (MKP route options mtg 
120815) would be: 

1. Hwy 200 (described in your e‐mail below) 
2. 400th St. (Option One Route) 
3. Rocky Tr. (Option Three Alternative) 
4. existing MinnCan and proposed Enbridge pipeline corridor (Option Two Route)  The stream floodplain is wide 

there, and there are a lot of riparian wetlands. 
The Original Proposed Route would create a new crossing of LaSalle, and should be avoided. 
 
In my opinion, the best route would be one that follows existing right‐of‐ways (road, transmission line, or pipeline) and 
does not require additional clearing.  Of the four routes described on the attached map, I think the order of preference 
might be: 

1. Option One Route, modified to remain on Hwy 200 
2. Option Two Route 
3. Option One Route, 400th St. crossing 
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4. Option Three Alternative 
The Original Proposed Route should be avoided. 
 
All of the above assumes the stream and riparian wetlands can be spanned, and there will be no or very minimal 
additional clearing along existing rights‐of‐way. 
Hope that helps.  Let me know if you have questions or need more. 
 

Doug Kingsley 
MN DNR Fisheries 
301 S Grove Ave 
Park Rapids, MN  56470 
(218) 732‐4153 
doug.kingsley@state.mn.us 
><((({">   ><((({"> 
 
 
From: Olson, Theresa (DNR)  
Sent: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 9:52 AM 
To: Kingsley, Doug W (DNR) 
Subject: Potential Minnkota Power 115kV transmission line project.  
 
Hi Doug,  I am the new REAE for the NW Region. We are reviewing a project that may have potential to route through a 
designated trout stream, LaSalle Creek. The potential project by Minnkota Power is the installation of a new 115kV 
power line.  I have attached the initial letter and the latest map of alternative routes they are considering. Could you 
please review (especially the Green line alternative and the black dotted line that runs north of the Itasca State Park and 
let me know your concerns? We have already discussed and avoided the northern route crossing which would also go 
through an area of High MBS site. We also discussed with them either using the existing powerline crossing at hwy 200 
and making sure it spans 1000’ so it would not get into the stream.  I would greatly appreciate a response by Friday if 
possible, as I am going out with them on Tuesday next week. Thank‐you for your assistance. Theresa. 
 
Theresa Olson 
NW Regional Environmental Assessment Ecologist  
Division of Ecological and Water Resources 
2115 Birchmont Beach Road NE 
Bemidji, MN 56601‐8669 
218‐308‐2672 
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Sarah L. Johnson

From: Randy E. Duncan
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2016 9:00 AM
To: Sarah L. Johnson; Mandy Bohnenblust
Subject: FW: MPL Laporte 115 kV Transmission Line Project

 
 
   Randy E. Duncan 

   Sr. Environmental Review Scientist 

   Minneapolis, MN office: 952.832.2705 

   rduncan@barr.com 

   www.barr.com 

 

 

 

From: Terry Johnson [mailto:tjohnson@minnkota.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 1:48 PM 
To: Randy E. Duncan <RDuncan@barr.com> 
Subject: FW: MPL Laporte 115 kV Transmission Line Project 
 
 
 

From: Olson, Theresa (DNR) [mailto:Theresa.Olson@state.mn.us]  
Sent: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 11:12 AM 
To: Terry Johnson <tjohnson@minnkota.com>; Arndt, Pamela (DNR) <Pamela.Arndt@state.mn.us> 
Subject: RE: MPL Laporte 115 kV Transmission Line Project 
 
Hi Terry, after review of the proposed route, I have no additional comments at this time, and we thank‐you for taking 
our comments into consideration. I look forward to reviewing this proposal and Environmental Review once it goes to 
the PUC. Thank‐you again for your early coordination. It should make the process on our end go smoother. If you have 
any additional questions or concerns, please don’t hesitate to call me.  Thanks, Theresa.  
 
From: Terry Johnson [mailto:tjohnson@minnkota.com]  
Sent: Thursday, December 31, 2015 10:31 AM 
To: Olson, Theresa (DNR); Arndt, Pamela (DNR) 
Subject: MPL Laporte 115 kV Transmission Line Project 
 
Hi Theresa.  In response to our most recent meeting (12‐22‐15) at the site of our proposed MPL Laporte 115 kV 
Transmission project route, Minnkota is providing updated and detailed maps of our proposed project route along with 
our comments. 
 
Please note that the maps indicate detailed features including: 

         the final proposed project route (of approximately 9.4 miles in length),  
         where existing overhead distribution lines currently exist,  
         where existing distribution lines are proposed to be undergrounded, 
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         where proposed Right of Way (ROW) widths are less than the standard width (100 ft.), including a portion of 
ROW sharing with MN DOT along Highway 200 to prevent habitat fragmentation, 

         where the wetland adjacent to MN State Highway 200 (S36, T144N, R36W) and the stream (S31, T144N, R35) 
can be spanned, 

The proposed line routing greatly minimizes potential impacts, including minimizing fragmentation of habitats for 
various species, minimizing creation of new corridors, minimizing cross country access, minimizing timber removal 
overall and within proposed MCBS areas, maximizing distance of route along established roadways and within existing 
overhead power line ROWs, and spanning wetlands and one stream crossing.  
Minnkota considers this proposed route to be the best case scenario among the potential routes we’ve considered.  We 
appreciate the DNR’s input and collaboration during this process.  We request comment from the DNR relative to our 
proposal of this route so that we may proceed with our efforts aimed at beginning a Route Permit Application and 
securing approved project funding from the Rural Utilities Service. 
 
Due to the file size, I’ve placed the maps on our FTP site under the folder titled Environmental.  Please use the attached 
instructions with login credentials to obtain the map files.  Please also let me know with a quick phone call or e‐mail that 
you copied them from there. 
 
If you have any questions regarding this proposed project, please feel free contact me at 701‐795‐4293 or 
tjohnson@minnkota.com. 
 
 
Terry Johnson 
Environmental Engineer 
P. 701‐795‐4293 
Minnkota Power Cooperative, Inc. 
tjohnson@minnkota.com 
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Ecological Services
Twin Cities Field Office

4101 American Boulevard East 
Bloomington, Minnesota 55425-1665 

Phone: (612) 725-3548    Fax: (612) 725-3609

     

Action Agency: USFWS Tails #: 

Concurrence requested by: letter    email Dated:

Project:

Location: 

This letter is in response to your request for informal consultation and concurrence that the proposed 
project may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect the northern long-eared bat (Myotis 
septentrionalis), pursuant to consultation under section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act of 
1973, as amended.   

As described in your letter, the proposed action is anticipated to impact forest habitat that may 
provide suitable roosting habitat for the northern long-eared bat, as described as trees greater than 3 
inches at diameter breast height (DBH) with loose bark, cracks or crevices.  Due to the forested 
nature of this site and its relative proximity to recorded locations for the species, the northern long-
eared bat may be present in the affected area during the roosting season, from approximately April 1 
to September 30.

Tree removal will not take place during a period when the species would be present in the 
action area.  Therefore, we do not expect any direct effects to the species as a result of the 
action.

Tree clearing may occur during the period when the northern long-eared bat may be present 
in the affected area but will be avoided during the northern long-eared bat pupping season of 
June 1 through July 31.  

Tree clearing associated with this project is anticipated to remove less than one acre of 
suitable roosting habitat for the northern long-eared bat.

Removal of forested habitat is not anticipated to appreciably change the usability of northern 
long-eared bat habitat in the action area. 

February 17, 2016

Mr. Terry Johnson
Environmental Engineer
Minnkota Power Cooperative, Inc.
1822 Mill Road
Grand Forks, ND  58203

Minnkota Power (for Rural Utility Service) 03E19000-2016-I-0111

✔

Proposed 9.4 mile construction of MPL Laporte 115 kilovolt transmission line

January 18, 2016

Clearwater and Hubbard Counties, MN

Dear Mr. Johnson,

✔

✔



Although possible, the probability that a northern long-eared bat will be present in any of the 
trees when they are felled is likely to be extremely low based on what we know about the 
population of the bats in the area.

Other: 

Based on the information summarized above, we concur that the proposed action may affect, but is 
not likely to adversely affect the northern long-eared bat.  This concludes section 7(a)(2) 
consultation.  For further information, or if new information not previously considered may result in 
additional effects to the northern long-eared bat, please contact me at (612) 725-3548 (extension               
        ) or via email at 

Sincerely,

Fish and Wildlife Biologist

       

         

2208 andrew_horton@fws.gov.

ANDREW

HORTON

Digitally signed by 

ANDREW HORTON 

Date: 2016.02.17 

16:17:44 -06'00'







LEECH LAKE BAND OF OJIBWE 
Tribal Historic Preservation Office 

 

Amy Burnette, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
Sheila Gotchie, Office Manager 

                                 _________________________________           
       

_________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Leech Lake Tribal Historic Preservation Office – Established in 1996 
An Office Within the Division of Resource Management 

190 Sailstar Drive NE * Cass Lake, MN 56633 
(218) 335-2940 * FAX (218) 335-2974 

amy.burnette@llojibwe.org 

March 9, 2016 
 
Minnkota Power Cooperative, Inc. 
Attn:  John T. Graves 
P. O. Box 13200 
Grand Forks, ND  58208-3200 
 

RE: Proposed MPL Laporte 115 kV Transmission Line & Substation Project 
 Clearwater and Hubbard Counties, Minnesota 

  LL THPO No.  16-038-NCRI 
  
Dear Mr. Graves,  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above-referenced project. It has been reviewed pursuant to the 
responsibilities given the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO) by the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as 
amended in 1992 and the Procedures of the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (38CFR800).  
 
I have reviewed the documentation; after careful consideration of our records, I have determined that the 
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe does not have any known recorded sites of religious or cultural importance in 
these areas.   
   
Should any human remains or suspected human remains be encountered, all work shall cease and the following 
personnel should be notified immediately in this order: County Sheriff’s Office and Office of the State Archaeologist. If any 
human remains or culturally affiliated objects are inadvertently discovered this will prompt the process to which the Band 
will become informed.  
 
Please note:  The above determination does not “exempt” future projects from Section 106 review.  In the event of any 
other tribe notifying us of concerns for a specific project, we may re-enter into the consultation process. 
 
You may contact me at (218) 335-2940 if you have questions regarding our review of this project. Please refer to the LL-
THPO Number as stated above in all correspondence with this project.  
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 

Amy Burnette 
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer    
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Sarah L. Johnson

From: Sarah L. Johnson
Sent: Friday, April 08, 2016 10:29 AM
To: Sarah L. Johnson
Subject: FW: MPL Laporte - Pipeline Corridor Route

 

From: Randy E. Duncan  
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2016 2:35 PM 
To: Mandy Bohnenblust <ABohnenblust@barr.com>; Sarah L. Johnson <SJohnson@barr.com> 
Subject: FW: MPL Laporte ‐ Pipeline Corridor Route 
 
 

From: Terry Johnson [mailto:tjohnson@minnkota.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2016 2:28 PM 
To: Randy E. Duncan <RDuncan@barr.com> 
Subject: FW: MPL Laporte ‐ Pipeline Corridor Route 
 
 
 

From: Olson, Theresa (DNR) [mailto:Theresa.Olson@state.mn.us]  
Sent: Monday, March 21, 2016 11:07 AM 
To: John Graves <jgraves@minnkota.com> 
Cc: Terry Johnson <tjohnson@minnkota.com>; Jay Bushy <jbushy@minnkota.com>; Brian Hoffart 
<bhoffart@minnkota.com>; Kestner, Nathan (DNR) <nathan.kestner@state.mn.us> 
Subject: RE: MPL Laporte ‐ Pipeline Corridor Route 
 
Hi John, Thank‐you for meeting with me last Friday and including me in the meeting with MNDOT. Below are the DNR’s 
comments on the proposed rout following the Minnesota Pipeline Company pipeline corridor.  
 
This proposed route would cut right through the middle of a Minnesota Biological Survey (MBS) site of High Biodiversity. 
This means the site contains very good quality occurrences of the rarest species, high‐quality rare native plant 
communities, and/or important functional landscapes.  This area includes several rare features such as nests of red‐
shouldered hawks which are a species of special concern, rare feature of a quaternary Tunnel Valley formation, and an 
S2 ranked (meaning imperiled native plant community type) Red Pine‐White Pine Forest. This route would also cross a 
high value designated public waterways trout stream in an area that would not be able to be spanned by the placement 
of the poles. Because of the high potential for disturbance in a public waterway, additional permitting may be required 
under the Wetland Conservation Act (Chapter 8420), including mitigation for any impacts to the stream.  
 
Because of the sensitivity of this area and the proposed cutting of approximately 100’ swath, DNR would require as part 
of the license to cross, surveys for sensitive species along the route through the MBS site (approximately 3 miles), and if 
Minnesota ESA listed species are present, additional permits may be needed under Minnesota statute Chapter 6134. 
Also, DNR would require plans to mitigate the project’s consequences for birds, bats, vegetation, and rare and unique 
natural resources. 
 
The Northern Long‐Eared Bat (NLEB) was listed by the USFWS as a threatened species on April 2, 2015. The NLEB was 
listed due to white nose syndrome, a fungal disease that has spread throughout the NLEB’s range. Because of this 
disease, other possible cause of NLEB mortality may be important factors affecting the viability of NLEB populations. One 
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such cause is the loss or degradation of summer roosting habitat. Although this area contains no known roosts, 
complete surveys have not been conducted in this area. This proposed route however does include trees that may serve 
as roosting habitat for NLEB. The US Fish and Wildlife Service have indicated that an incidental take permit may be 
necessary for projects that result in greater than one acre of tree removal. The take permit may impose conditions to 
mitigate potential impacts to NLEB.  
 
DNR at this time believes the least environmentally impactful route as the one previously identified following the roads 
to the south, then along Hwy 200 across to the east. This route skirts the outside of the MBS site which is further away 
from and does not impact the high rare plant species and other rare features. Also, because it follows the road right of 
way, not as many trees would be impacted, and the designated trout stream can be spanned without encroaching into 
the stream.  
 
If you have any additional questions, please contact me at this e‐mail or the phone number listed below. Thank‐you for 
your continued early coordination. 
 
Theresa Olson 
NW Regional Environmental Assessment Ecologist  
Division of Ecological and Water Resources 
2115 Birchmont Beach Road NE 
Bemidji, MN 56601‐8669 
218‐308‐2672 
 
 
 
From: John Graves [mailto:jgraves@minnkota.com]  
Sent: Friday, March 18, 2016 4:25 PM 
To: Olson, Theresa (DNR) 
Cc: Terry Johnson; Jay Bushy; Brian Hoffart 
Subject: MPL Laporte - Pipeline Corridor Route 
 
Theresa, 
 
Thank you for meeting with us to discuss the viability of routing the transmission line on the west side of the existing 
Minnesota Pipeline Company (MPL) pipeline corridor.  The following points recap our discussion: 
 
•             Minnkota has been asked by our customer (MPL) to discuss with the DNR the possibility of routing our new 
transmission line on the west side of the existing MPL pipeline corridor.   
 
•             MPL has indicated an additional 100’ wide right‐of‐way to install the transmission line would need to be cleared 
due to the requirement to be located at least 100’ from the pipeline.  The 100’ distance requirement is to provide 
protect the pipeline’s cathodic protection and from induced currents..   
 
•             You requested we provide a map to review with other DNR staff and would provide a response by Wednesday 
or Thursday of next week. 
 
Thank you, 
 
John T Graves 
Environmental Manager 
Minnkota Power Cooperative, Inc. 
Phone 701‐795‐4221 
Fax  701‐795‐4214 
Cell  701‐391‐3654 
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Jay Bushy, PE 
Project Manager – MPL Laporte 
Minnkota Power Cooperative, Inc. 
Phone:  701-795-4332 
Cell:  701-739-2287 
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Sarah L. Johnson

From: Horton, Andrew <andrew_horton@fws.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, May 03, 2016 2:56 PM
To: Mandy Bohnenblust
Subject: Re: FW: Minnkota Power Cooperative, Inc._NLEB Streamlined Consultation 

Form_LaPorte Project

There are no restrictions on tree clearing for this project, however, we continue to recommend that tree clearing 
occur outside of the active season for northern long-eared bats (April 1 to September 30th for Minnesota) or at 
least the pup season (June and July).  Tree clearing outside of these time periods would minimize potential 
impacts to the species.   
 
- Andrew 
 
 
Andrew Horton 
Twin Cities Ecological Services Field Office 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
4101 American Blvd East 
Bloomington, MN 55425-1665 
(952) 252-0092, ext. 208 (New Phone Number!) 
 
 
 
On Tue, May 3, 2016 at 2:42 PM, Mandy Bohnenblust <ABohnenblust@barr.com> wrote: 

Thank you.  Can you confirm that there are no restrictions as to when trees can be cleared? 

  

   Mandy Bohnenblust 

   Environmental Scientist 

   Minneapolis, MN office: 952.842.3533 

   ABohnenblust@barr.com 

   www.barr.com 

 

 

  

From: Horton, Andrew [mailto:andrew_horton@fws.gov]  
Sent: Tuesday, May 03, 2016 2:42 PM 
To: Mandy Bohnenblust 
Subject: Re: FW: Minnkota Power Cooperative, Inc._NLEB Streamlined Consultation Form_LaPorte Project 
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Mandy, 

  

This project falls under the final 4(d) rule and 30-days have elapsed.  The project may proceed with the 
proposed activities. 

  

- Andrew 

 
 

Andrew Horton 

Twin Cities Ecological Services Field Office 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

4101 American Blvd East 

Bloomington, MN 55425-1665 

(952) 252-0092, ext. 208 (New Phone Number!) 

  

  

  

On Tue, May 3, 2016 at 1:35 PM, Mandy Bohnenblust <ABohnenblust@barr.com> wrote: 

Hi Andrew, 

  

Per our conversation a few days ago, you indicated that you didn’t see any issues with the NLEB on this 
project.  For the purposes of other permit applications, I wanted to check in to see if we should expect official 
correspondence or if we can assume that we are covered since it’s been 30 days since we submitted the 
streamlined form.  Any thoughts? 

  

Thanks, 

Mandy 
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   Mandy Bohnenblust 

   Environmental Scientist 

   Minneapolis, MN office: 952.842.3533 

   ABohnenblust@barr.com 

   www.barr.com 

 

 

  

From: Mandy Bohnenblust  
Sent: Thursday, March 31, 2016 8:31 AM 
To: Horton, Andrew (andrew_horton@fws.gov) 
Cc: Randy E. Duncan; 'tjohnson@minnkota.com' 
Subject: Minnkota Power Cooperative, Inc._NLEB Streamlined Consultation Form_LaPorte Project 

  

Andrew, 

  

Thanks for talking with me regarding Minnkota’s LaPorte project and the northern long-eared bat.  As 
suggested, Minnkota has filled out the streamlined consultation form (attached), and concluded that with 
regard to the northern long-eared bat, the project ‘may affect, but not take is not prohibited’.  It is my 
understanding that concurrence is automatically granted within 30 days, and tree clearing will be permitted at 
that time.   

  

Please let me know if you have any questions or comments. 

  

Thanks, 

Mandy 

  

  

   Mandy Bohnenblust 

   Environmental Scientist 

   Minneapolis, MN office: 952.842.3533 

   ABohnenblust@barr.com 

   www.barr.com 



4
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Sarah L. Johnson

From: Sarah L. Johnson
Sent: Friday, May 27, 2016 7:28 AM
To: Sarah L. Johnson
Subject: FW: MPL Laporte Project
Attachments: Eastside of Road vs Westside of Road-MNDNR - Clearwater county.pdf

 
   Sarah L. Johnson 

   Environmental Scientist 

   Minneapolis, MN office: 952.842.3674 

   cell: 218.260.8025 

   SJohnson@barr.com 

   www.barr.com 

 

 

 

From: Terry Johnson [mailto:tjohnson@minnkota.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, May 25, 2016 9:49 AM 
To: Randy E. Duncan <RDuncan@barr.com> 
Cc: Sarah L. Johnson <SJohnson@barr.com> 
Subject: FW: MPL Laporte Project 
 
 

From: Olson, Theresa (DNR) [mailto:Theresa.Olson@state.mn.us]  
Sent: Friday, May 20, 2016 10:28 AM 
To: Terry Johnson <tjohnson@minnkota.com> 
Subject: RE: MPL Laporte Project 
 
Hi Terry, Thanks for the heads up. I also saw your additional note of 80’ ROW. This route is still preferable to going 
through the middle of the MBS site. Thanks, Theresa.  
 
From: Terry Johnson [mailto:tjohnson@minnkota.com]  
Sent: Thursday, May 19, 2016 2:09 PM 
To: Olson, Theresa (DNR) 
Subject: MPL Laporte Project 
 
Hi Theresa.  I hope you are getting to enjoy some of the nice recent weather.  I am sending you a pdf map of a portion of 
the route where we have experienced substantial organized landowner resistance to having the line on the west side of 
the road while attempting to acquire easements.  If you recall, we attempted that in order to completely avoid the MBS 
area east of the road (281st Ave.).  However, to avoid potential condemnation, we are now proposing to route the line 
on the east side of the road on the County TFL land as shown on the accompanying map.  The center of the line is 
proposed to be placed 35 feet from the road center line and the eastern ROW edge would then be an additional 40 feet 
east.  This would be an alternative to the 100 foot ROW normally considered for a 115 kV line and effectively be only a 
75 foot ROW (35’ + 40’) in order to minimize potential impact.  Please provide me with your comments on this proposed 
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routing adjustment as we are still attempting to stay on track for RPA submittal within our desired schedule.  Feel free to 
call me with any questions you may have or clarifications you may need.  Thanks. 
 
Terry Johnson 
Environmental Engineer 
P. 701‐795‐4293 
Minnkota Power Cooperative, Inc. 
tjohnson@minnkota.com 
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