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 I’m writing this as my official protest to the planned 115 kV power line by Minnkota Power to supply power to Koch 
Pipeline pumping station.  

Lack of Public Purpose & Necessity for the proposed power line easement: 

This project is not for a public purpose.  Rather, it is for a single commercial user, Koch.  

This project is not necessary.  Koch already has a pipeline easement nearby that travels the same direction.  The purpose 
of the planned 115 kV power line is to service that pipeline.  The burden is on Koch and Minnkota Power to use the 
existing pipe line easement to route for the power line, and not on the land of other owners.  

Here are my 6 proposed pipeline routes that will avoid the public purpose issue, the necessity issue, limit the overall 
environmental impact, limit the loss of timber, limit the wetland impact, etc. by the use of either the current Koch 
pipeline easement to provide electrical power to the Koch pipeline, and/or the use of public land (whether State and 
county owned), rather than placing these burdens on private land owners.  

New Proposed Route #1

 

 



 
 

 

New Proposed Route #2 

 

New Proposed Route #3 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

New Proposed Route #4 

 

New Proposed Route #5 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

New Proposed Route #6 

 

 

Damages: 

Minnkota Power has not given any consideration to my direct, consequential and severance damages.   I purchased this 
land for hunting purposes and for my retirement home.   I have established a dwelling on my property, 70 feet from the 
edge of the road right of way.  My retirement home is planned to be similarly situated.    This design preserves the rest 
of my property for hunting.   Now Minnkota and Koch want to put a powerline easement over the westerly 100 feet of 
my property (3.03 acres), which would place the power line over my dwelling.      

Due to the electromagnetic field from the power, a new dwelling and buildings would have to be set back an additional 
300 from the powerline easement to avoid health risks, safety concerns, the proper operation of electrical devises, etc.  
This additional set back of my building this will cause me to lose an additional 9.09 acres of recreational value for 
hunting.   Instead of the dwelling being 70 feet from the road right of way, it will have to be 400 feet from the road right 
of way.  That is 12.12 acres of hunting acres that I will be losing.  Given the power line’s emission of a humming sound 
and the electromagnetic field, big game wildlife will not reside there, the quality of the hunter’s experience of “hunting 
in the wild” is destroyed, and the market value of that 12.12 acres is markedly diminished to the point of not having a 
value for any reasonable purpose, whether it be hunting, dwelling or building.    

To further the damage, the 12.12 acres of easement area and electromagnetic setback area constitutes about 2/3’s of 
my high ground (see photos  # 4, 6 & 7 below).  Having to place my dwelling and buildings east of those areas would 
deprive me of any high ground for hunting.   

 



 
 

1: Minnkota Power proposed route was said to have the least amount of impact to the removal of trees.  This is not true. 
Instead, the Minnkota proposed route will remove more trees than if the power line is routed in or parallel with the 
existing Koch pipeline, for the trees have already been removed in that pipeline easement corridor.  

 

 

 

2: Minnkota Power stated that its proposed route would have the least amount of impact to the environmental sensitive 
area.  This is not true.  It will double the impact to this area.  It will make two new crossings of two wetlands in this area.  
The Koch pipeline crosses one wetland, and that crossing is already in existence.

 



 
 

3: Minnkota Power argues it cannot route the power line along the pipe line due to the cathodic protection of the pipe 
line.  That argument is unpersuasive.  Minnkota’s power line crosses the pipe line several times or runs parallel with the 
pipe line in several other locations.  Furthermore, the pipe line companies have already engineered ways to help protect 
the pipe from the electromagnetic field of the power line.   

 

4: Minnkota Power stated that the noise level from the power line will be present.  

Minnkota’s easement contract would give it the right to change / increase the power level of the transmission line in the 
future with no notice or compensation. The electromagnetic field given off from the power line will force me to build 
farther back into my property which will limit my recreational value of the land usage. This will also increase my building 
cost of an all steel building of $14,000.00 to a wood structure at $20,000.00 for a like building size.  Although Minnkota 
argues the electromagnetic field will not harm my health, it inconsistently argues its powerline will interfere with the 
pipe line that is buried in the ground.  This statement contradicts itself and the research from studies conducted by 
other power companies show you should set back 250 to 300 feet to be in a low to zero electromagnetic field.  Another 
concern is what it will do to satellite reception for both TV and internet service? 



 
 

 

 

5: The Minnkota’s proposed easement contract does not compensate me for the loss of trees in the easement area.   
These trees are planted trees.  They can be harvested when they are mature.    They are profits of the land.  I bought this 
property from Potlatch.  Potlatch used those trees for harvest.  These trees are my personal property.  These trees are 
important to the rest of my property.  I will lose 3.3 acres of tree harvest, for not only my life, but the lives of my 
children, the lives of my grandchildren, and forever.  The current market of Norway pines that are planted in this area is 
$45.00 a cord according to Hubbard County timber sales records web site.  These 3.3 acres of plantation trees are 
reasonably expected to produce 8-15 chords of Norway pine timber every 10 years after 30 years.  With the last harvest 
of 30 cords per acre at 90 years. This loss must be compensated for at least the next 3 generations of land ownership.  

 

6: Minnkota’s proposed power line easement will travel across the above trees, which are my road privacy barrier.  The 
above picture was taken during the first year of my ownership.  These trees are now 14 feet tall.  Minnkota’s proposed 
power line easement across my property will cause the loss of my privacy barrier to the road. This will increase the 



 
 

chance of trespassing onto my property and create and eye sore to both myself and my neighbors. Which 3 of my 
neighbors, the Mitchell’s, the Foy’s, and the Bergin’s, have express concerns with the power line along the road and the 
impact to their families? They also agree the safer route is to the west and routing it with the pipe line easement that 
already exist. 

 

7: I will have to endure the cost to create and install a new barrier along the road and ends of the easement to prevent 
trespassing. I will also have to move my current housing. 

 

8: Minnkota Power is also low on its valuation of my land. The State of Minnesota just sold 30 acres of land for over 
$2,100 dollars an acre just two miles from my property.   My land is worth more than the tract sold by the State of 
Minnesota because:  (1) my tract is larger (70 acres versus 30 acres), thus more desirous by hunters; (2) my tact has a 



 
 

water source (a creek starts on it); (3) my tract is more secluded (State tract is on the borders Hwy 200); (4) my tract 
does not have a power line running through it (the State tract has a small distribution power line running.  Minnkota’s 
proposed 115 kV transmission line will decrease my land value for recreational use, timber use, or homestead use, and 
will constitute an unconstitutional taking of my land. 

 

 

9: Minnkota Power is not compensating me for the improvements that I have made in the area of the easement. I have 
moved trees, removed tree stumps, cleared for a building site, and have constructed a roadway to access my property.    

Minnkota’s proposed powerline will limit my use and access to the public road, thus affecting the rest of my 70 acres of 
land.  It also travels over my driveway to the rest of my property, and interferes with the height of vehicles and materials 
that I may travel/haul on the driveway. 



 
 

 

10: What consideration was given to the Black Tail deer herd, wolf pack, mountain lion/ cougar, bobcat, and nesting 
swans that fly low over my property to get to the farms field for feeding? Attached are the photos of the non-indigenous 
Black Tail herd that the DNR does not have records of in this area, grey wolf, cougar/mountain lion, and deer, taken from 
trail cameras on my property. 

  



 
 

 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 



 
 

 

In conclusion, if this power line is constructed on my property, my direct, consequential and severance 
damages are:  

$6,363.00 @ $2100/ acre on the 3.03 acres of easement area;   

$10,636.00 for loss of personal property trees/profits/income on 3.03 acres of easement area;  

$19,089.00 @ $2100/acre on the 9.09 acres of electromagnetic field setback; 

$6,000.00 for severance damage for additional costs of construction of buildings due to electromagnetic field 
(even those outside of 300 feet due to mitigate poor reception if you use cheaper alternative of steel sided 
buildings; to an all wood construction) 

$18,270.00 @ $2,100.00 per acre for severance damage to balance of 58 acres for loss/diminishment of 
access, hunting, etc. The power line easement, electromagnetic field, the additional setback for building a 
dwelling, etc. will make my remaining 58 acres less desirable for hunting and decrease their value by 15 
percent of their otherwise unimpaired value (i.e., $2100/acre X 15% = $315/acre decreased value, totaling a 
lost value of $18,270 as a severance damage).  

$14,500.00 (other to be described) Improvements already made in the proposed area. The construction of a 
natural barrier along the road and ends of the proposed easement to prevent trespassing.  

$74,858.00 Total. 



 
 

 

 


