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1.0 Introduction 
Dairyland Power Cooperative (DPC) intends to seek funding from the Rural Utilities Service (RUS) of the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture Rural Development Utilities Programs, for its anticipated ownership 
interest in the Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse Transmission System Improvement Project. The project is 
one of four transmission line projects proposed by CapX2020 utilities. CapX2020 is a regional joint 
initiative of 11 transmission owning utilities whose goal is to study, develop, permit and construct 
transmission improvements in Minnesota and the surrounding region needed to meet energy demands to 
the year 2020. The CapX2020 utilities involved with this project include: 

• Dairyland Power Cooperative (DPC) 
• Northern States Power Company, a Minnesota corporation (NSPM), and Northern States Power 

Company, a Wisconsin corporation (NSPW) (collectively, Xcel Energy) 
• Southern Minnesota Municipal Power Agency (SMMPA) 
• Rochester Public Utilities (RPU) 
• WPPI Energy, Inc. (WPPI) 

The proposed project consists of constructing a 345 kilovolt (kV) transmission line and associated 
infrastructure between Hampton, Minnesota, and the La Crosse area in Wisconsin. The project also 
includes construction of new 161 kV transmission lines and associated facilities in the area of Rochester, 
Minnesota and La Crosse, Wisconsin. The total length of 345 kV and 161 kV transmission lines 
associated with the proposed project would be approximately 150 miles. 

RUS funding of the proposed project would constitute a federal action subject to National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) analysis (42 United States Code [U.S.C]. § 4321, specifically 7 C.F.R. § 1794.3) and 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), 16 U.S.C. § 470F, and its implementing 
regulations, “Protection of Historic Properties” (36 CFR Part 800). RUS determined that an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) was necessary to assess the potential for significant impacts prior to making a 
decision regarding whether to fund DPC’s ownership interest in the Project. The EIS process is 
conducted with the intent to adequately integrate the Section 106 and   (NEPA) process. This is shown on 
the Federal Review Process diagram in section 4.0. This scoping report summarizes comments provided 
by the public during the scoping period and is indicative of what will be evaluated in the EIS required 
pursuant to 7 C.F.R. § 1794. 

The Alternative Evaluation Study (AES) and the Macro Corridor Study (MCS) are two preliminary 
documents required by RUS when conducting an environmental analysis for proposed transmission line 
project. These documents provide agencies and the public with a general understanding of the proposed 
project. The AES explains the need for the proposed project and discusses the alternative methods that 
have been considered to meet that need and which alternative is considered the best for fulfilling the 
need. The MCS defines the study area and defines the project end points. Within the study area, macro-
corridors are developed based on environmental, engineering, economic, and land use data as well as 
consideration of permitting constraints. These documents are available on the RUS website 
(http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm) or by request to RUS.  
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A Notice of Intent (NOI) was published in the Federal Register on May 28, 2009, informing the public of 
RUS’s intent to prepare an EIS and the dates for public scoping meetings during June 2009. A copy of 
the NOI is provided in Appendix A. Notices printed in local newspapers in the weeks preceding public 
scoping meetings, including a large display ad which identified meeting times and locations, and a legal 
notice similar to the NOI was also published as required by RUS guidance. A list of the names of the 
publications and dates of these advertisements is included in Table 1.1-1. Copies of the newspaper ads 
are included in Appendix B.  

Table 1.1-1:  
Newspapers and Dates of Public Notices 

Newspaper State Publication Dates 

Stewartville Star Minnesota June 2, 2009 

La Crosse Tribune Minnesota June 3, 2009 

Winona Daily News Minnesota June 3, 2009 

Winona Post Minnesota June 3, 2009 

Zumbrota News-Record Minnesota June 3, 2009 

Kenyon Leader Minnesota June 3, 2009 

Rochester Post-Bulletin Minnesota June 3, 2009 

Wabasha County Herald  Minnesota June 3, 2009 

Cannon Falls Beacon Minnesota June 4, 2009 

Houston County News—La Crescent Minnesota June 4, 2009 

Lewiston Journal Minnesota June 4, 2009 

Plainview News Minnesota June 4, 2009 

St. Charles Press Minnesota June 4, 2009 

Buffalo County Journal Wisconsin June 4, 2009 

Arcadia News-Leader Wisconsin June 4, 2009 

Cochrane-Fountain City Recorder Wisconsin June 4, 2009 

Galesville Republican Wisconsin June 4, 2009 

Onalaska Community Life and Holmen Courier Wisconsin June 5, 2009 

Farmington/Lakeville This Week Minnesota June 5, 2009 
 

A public mailer was distributed to landowners and other individuals who requested to be on the project 
mailing list. . The mailing list was developed initially using county landowner data for the original study 
area. Contact information was added throughout the project when data was provided by stakeholders at 
public meetings. A copy of this mailer is included in Appendix C.  
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2.0 Agency Scoping Meetings 
RUS conducted two agency scoping meetings with federal, state and local agencies and tribal 
representatives that included a presentation and an interactive question-and-answer session. The agency 
meetings were held on June 17, 2009, at the Wanamingo Community Center, located at 401 Main Street, 
Wanamingo, Minnesota, and on June 24, 2009, at the Radisson Hotel in La Crosse, Wisconsin, located at 
200 Harborview Plaza, La Crosse, Wisconsin. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the U.S. 
Army Corp of Engineers (USACE) have requested to be cooperating agencies during the EIS process. 
RUS will act as the lead federal agency and prepare an EIS jointly with the USFWS and USACE. Each 
Federal agency will independently develop its own decision document.  

2.1 Purpose 
The purpose of the agency scoping meeting was to introduce the RUS NEPA process and provide a 
status of the proposed project to attending federal, state, and local agency representatives as well as 
tribal representatives. Project and RUS staff provided information on the project, required permitting 
processes, data collection, routing methodology and potential impacts that could result from the project. 
All information provided to the public was also available at the agency scoping meetings.  

2.2 Notification 
RUS notified the federal, state, and local agency representatives by sending letters to an RUS approved 
list of individual representatives. A preliminary list was created by DPC after which RUS recommended 
additions; DPC added the suggested contacts that were included in the final notice letter mail out. Federal 
and state agencies received a letter detailing RUS’s role in the project, the availability of the AES and 
MCS, the dates and locations of the public and agency scoping meetings, contact information for the RUS 
representative assigned to the project, and methods for submitting comments. Local agency and 
government representatives were sent similar letters that included a request for information regarding the 
presence of low income and minority populations. A copy of a sample of the federal and state agency 
letter, the local government letter, the Tribal letter, and the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer letters and 
list of recipients for each are included in Appendix D.  

2.3 Agency Attendance 
Representatives of the following agencies attended the agency scoping meeting in Wanamingo, 
Minnesota: US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), Minnesota Public Utilities Commission (MNPUC), 
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (Mn DNR), Minnesota Department of Transportation 
(Mn/DOT)-District 6, Minnesota Office of Energy Security, Minnesota Department of Commerce, 
Minnesota legislators, and representatives from Goodhue County, the City of Wanamingo, the City of 
Cannon Falls, and Cherry Grove Township.  

Representatives of the following agencies attended the agency scoping meeting in La Crosse, Wisconsin: 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (WDNR), Public Service 
Commission of Wisconsin (PSCW), La Crosse County, La Crosse County Zoning and Planning 
Department, the City of La Crosse, the City of Onalaska, and the City of Onalaska Planning Department.  
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Sign-in sheets from the agency scoping meetings are included as Appendix E.  

2.4 Section 106 Consultation 
Tribal leaders and the Tribal Historic Preservation Officers (THPOs) received letters with similar 
information provided to the agencies as well as information on the Section 106 consultation process. 
A representative of the Shakopee Dakota Tribe attended the agency scoping meeting in Wanamingo, 
Minnesota, and is included on the agency sign-in sheet in Appendix E. The following tribes submitted 
comments during the scoping period: Bois Forte Band of Ojibwe, Oneida Nation of Wisconsin, Leech 
Lake Band of Ojibwe, Ketegitigaaning Ojibwe Nation, Ho-Chuck Nation, Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe, 
Stockbridge Munsee, and Little Traverse Bay Band of Odawa Indians. The comment forms or letters and 
the RUS responses are included in Appendix J.  Section 106 consultation is ongoing throughout the EIS 
process. 

2.5 Agency Comments 
The following federal and state agencies provided written comments: the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA), National Park Service (NPS), MNPUC, Mn/DOT, PSCW, Mn DNR, and Wisconsin Mississippi 
River Parkway Commission, and WDNR. Senator Sharon Erikson Ropes of the Minnesota State Senate 
provided comments. The following local governments provided written comments: Goodhue County, La 
Crosse County, Farmington Township, New Market Township, Highland Township, Warren Township, the 
City of Hampton, Holden Township, and Bridgewater Township. An index and record of all agency and 
tribal items with delineated comments and corresponding RUS responses is included in Appendix J. 
Appendices I and J include an index of all comments by category.  The indexes show each comment that 
was considered under each of the categories described in section 3.4. 
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3.0 Public Scoping Meetings 
RUS conducted six public scoping meetings listed in Table 3.0-1 using an open-house format between 
6:00 p.m. and 8:00 p.m. CDT (local time) beginning June 17, 2009, through June 26, 2009, at the 
following locations: 

Table 3.0-1:  
Public Scoping Meetings – June 2009 

 

Date Location Number of Attendees 

June 16 Plainview–Elgin–Millville High School 
500 West Broadway 
Plainview, Minnesota 

162 

June 17 Wanamingo Community Center 
401 Main Street 
Wanamingo, Minnesota 

77 

June 18 City of St. Charles Community Meeting Room 
830 Whitewater Avenue 
St. Charles, Minnesota 

59 

June 23 La Crescent American Legion 
509 N. Chestnut 
La Crescent, Minnesota 

49 

June 24 Centerville/Town of Trempealeau Community Center 
West 24854 State Road 54/93 
Galesville, Wisconsin 

82 

June 25 Cochrane-Fountain City High School 
South 2770 State Road 35 
Fountain City, Wisconsin 

31 

 

3.1 Purpose 
The purpose and objective of the public scoping meetings was to provide the public with information 
regarding the purpose and need for the project, provide a project description, identify possible sites 
and/or corridor routes, discuss the scope of environmental issues to be analyzed, answer questions the 
public may have regarding the project and the environmental analysis process, and solicit public 
comments. 

3.2 Notifications 
Several methods were used to notify the public of the scoping process and public meetings, including 
those required by RUS as well as the direct mail newsletters and the project website used by DPC to 
provide additional outreach to the public and stakeholders in the project area. The NOI, published in the 
Federal Register on May 28, 2009, served to notify the public of RUS’s intent to prepare an EIS and hold 
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public scoping meetings. A legal notice and newspaper ads were printed June 2, 2009, through June 5, 
2009. Mailers were sent to landowners in the project area to inform them of the public scoping meetings. 
These materials are included in Appendix A, B, and C.  

3.3 Public Scoping Meeting Materials 
The public scoping meetings were held on weeknights after regular business hours to allow people with a 
range of daily commitments to attend. An open house format was used to facilitate discussion and 
information sharing and to ensure that the public had opportunities to speak with a project staff. Fourteen 
stations were staffed by either representatives of RUS, DPC, Xcel Energy, WPPI, RPU, SMMPA, or 
consultants of DPC/Xcel Energy. Informational stations at the meetings included the following:  

• Sign-in and Welcome  
• RUS Station and NEPA process  
• State permitting processes 
• Project Background, including display boards on project description, purpose and need, the CapX 

2020 Initiative, and conservation and renewable energy 
• Transmission structures and land rights and right-of-way acquisition 
• Large project map  
• Routing process display board and video  
• Mississippi River existing transmission line crossing photos 
• Environmental resources 
• GIS (Geographic Information System) mapping and print-out station 
• Transmission line construction video  
• Public comment tables, including large sheet maps with detailed routes for mark-up and comment 

forms  

Sign-in sheets and comment forms were made available to all scoping meeting attendees. Copies of the 
public scoping meeting sign-in sheets are included in Appendix F, and all public scoping meeting 
materials are included in Appendix G. A copy of the public comment form is included in Appendix H.  

3.4 Public Comments 
A total of 1135 comments from 359 commenters were received during the scoping comment period 
beginning on May 28, 2009, ending on July 25, 2009. Public comments were submitted using comment 
forms, letters, emails, online comment form submission, and phone-calls. Some of the comments made at 
the public scoping meetings were recorded on project route maps, and documented later by digitizing with 
GIS and including in the public comment database. The public comments and RUS responses are 
included in Appendix I. Some of the comments submitted were, in whole or part, identical form letters.  

A summary of the public comments received and organized by category is provided below. Each of these 
were referred to as an item and entered into the comment management database. The items were 
indexed based on the source of the comments including; Federal agency (F), state agency (S), local 
agency (L), Tribe (T), non-government organization (N), business (B), or individual (I). The item was 
cataloged with a number based on the order it was received by RUS (e.g., I-076) and each comment 
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associated with an item was given a unique number (e.g., I-076-001). An index and record of all items 
with delineated comments and corresponding RUS responses is included in Appendices I (individual, 
business, and non-government organizations) and J (agencies and tribes). The appendices also contain 
an index that shows each comment that was considered under each of the categories described below. 

3.4.1 Form Letters 
There were two distinct form letters submitted, one regarding the Sky Harbor Airpark, located in the 
Brookings County to Hampton 345 kV project area, and one regarding environmental impacts of ultra or 
high voltage transmission lines. The Sky Harbor Airpark is not located within the Hampton–Rochester–La 
Crosse Transmission System Improvement Project area.   

Sixteen (16) letters were submitted regarding the Sky Harbor Airpark that were, in whole or part, identical. 
I-172 and I-173 are identical, and the first three paragraphs of I-236 and I-251 are identical to those of 
item B-018 (which closes with a personal note). Common themes include the number and types of craft 
using the field, FAA and Minnesota Department of Aeronautics regulations, and potential hazards. Two 
letters reference work with USFWS on wildlife habitat. The following items consider the Sky Harbor 
Airpark: B-018, I-111, I-112, I-115, I-138, I-140, I-144, I-172, I-173, I-203, I-227, I-229, I-230, I-236, I-244, 
and I-251.  

Three letters regarding environmental impacts contained two identical paragraphs regarding updated 
forecasts of electrical peak demand and lists of types of environmental harm (I-201, I-215, and I-132). 
Two of those letters were identical in additional details.  

3.4.2 Agriculture 
Thirty-seven (37) comments were received on various aspects of agriculture. General concerns include 
the loss of productive farmland and revenue associated with production, interference with farming 
equipment and operations, compaction of soil, and the health and safety of livestock especially dairy 
cattle. Several commenters suggested preserving agricultural land, prime and unique farmland, family 
farms, and organic farms. Specific comments were submitted regarding the impact to operations including 
tile drainage and possible destruction, center pivot irrigation systems, and the aerial application of 
chemicals. Commenters also questioned the ability of farms to navigate farm equipment around 
transmission line structures and if compensation for damages and losses would be provided by the 
utilities. 

3.4.3 Biological Resources 
Sixty-six (66) comments were received on biological resources including wildlife, fish, vegetation, habitat, 
wetlands, and biodiversity. Commenters requested that direct and indirect impacts to biological resources 
be analyzed and mitigation measures, including vegetation management and the control of invasive plant 
species, be discussed in the EIS. One comment also suggested that impacts to hunted wildlife be 
analyzed in the EIS. Mn DNR requests that in the impact analysis, the project team use data from the 
Natural Heritage Information System (NHIS), including data from the Minnesota County Biological Survey 
(MCBS) Plant Communities, Sites of Biodiversity Significance, and Railroad Rights-of-Way Prairies. Mn 
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DNR also requested that Habitat and Rare Species Surveys be conducted if any native prairie remnants 
or other special status species habitat could be affected by the proposed project.  

There were concerns about impacts to the Upper Mississippi River National Wildlife and Fish Refuge and 
the Richard J. Dorer Memorial Hardwood State Forest. Commenters recommended that these areas be 
avoided. Questions regarding the impacts on specific plant and animal species including state and 
federally listed species were raised including short-tailed weasels, American bald eagles, Henslow’s 
sparrows, loggerhead shrikes, prairie voles, trout lily, wild ginger, prairie bush clover, and kitten tails. In 
addition, comments were received questioning the impacts to old growth forests, and clear cutting of 
vegetation when clearing the ROW. Another specific commenter was concerned about bird mortality 
related to collisions with transmission lines in the Mississippi River flyway. 

3.4.4 Connected Action 
Eight (8) comments were received regarding other projects that might be considered connected actions to 
the proposed project. Two commenters suggested that the EIS include all four CapX2020 transmission 
projects because they were studied and developed as a whole. Another commenter suggested that, at a 
minimum, the Brookings County to Hampton project be analyzed in the EIS for Hampton – Rochester – 
La Crosse because the projects are electrically connected at the proposed Hampton Substation. Other 
comments concerning connected actions discuss the potential impact related to coal generation to be 
connected to the project.  

3.4.5 Conservation Easements 
Six (6) comments were received regarding conservation easements. The commenters requested that 
land in conservation easements be avoided and the potential impacts assessed if the project passed 
through a conservation easement. Specific concerns include easements in Oakwood Township, 
Minnesota and land enrolled in the Minnesota Land Stewardship Program. 

3.4.6 Cumulative Impacts 
Nine (9) comments were received on cumulative impacts related to the project. Two commenters asked 
that property already hosting a pipeline, specifically the Williams pipeline or an existing transmission line 
easement, not be burdened with additional utility easements. One commenter questioned the cumulative 
impact to migratory birds and waterfowl if another transmission line were to be added within a flyway. A 
commenter questioned the cumulative impacts that would result if this energy project were potentially 
enabling new coal generation in the Dakotas and how would that impact global warming. Another 
commenter requested that the cumulative impacts of new wind farm development correlated to the final 
route alignment for the proposed project be analyzed in the EIS.  

3.4.7 Electrical Characteristics 
Nineteen (19) comments were received regarding electrical characteristics of the project. Most comments 
were requesting more information about the characteristics of electric and magnetic fields (EMF). Some of 
the commenters suggested that EMF would cause electrical interference with farm and communication 
equipment, especially GPS-driven farm equipment. There were also questions about the compensation 
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and mitigation be provided by the utilities if interference does occur. Other comments were regarding the 
potential effects EMF may have on humans and livestock. Comments also included static electricity and 
stray voltage issues, and how those would be mitigated. 

3.4.8 Environmental Justice 
Three (3) comments were received regarding environmental justice. A resident of Trempealeau County 
submitted a comment concerning proper and timely notification of the project for that area. The comment 
indicated that the population in Trempealeau County is small and displays low income characteristics and 
the residents would be uniquely disadvantaged. Other commenters questioned why the project would be 
routed in rural land and affect rural landowners when users in urban centers would be the principal 
beneficiaries of the project. 

3.4.9 Geology and Soils 
Fourteen (14) comments were received on geology and soil resources. The majority of the comments 
requested that sensitive and erodible soils and geologic features such as sinkholes and underground 
limestone caverns be avoided when routing the project. One commenter specifically requested that Pine 
Creek and Root River, which flooded, experienced mudslides, and were designated Federal Disaster 
Areas two years ago, be avoided by the project. Other commenters requested that the bluffs and other 
sensitive areas surrounding the Mississippi River, Black River, and Cannon River be avoided so that 
these sensitive features are not impacted by the project. It was also requested that mitigation of soil 
compaction and damage caused during construction and operation of the project be considered in the 
EIS. 

3.4.10 Health and Safety 
Ninety-four (94) comments were received regarding health and safety concerns related to the project. 
Several commenters requested that the EIS include assessment of detrimental direct and indirect impacts 
on human and animal health related to exposure to stray voltage or EMF emissions from a transmission 
line and include mitigation measures such as burying the transmission line. The commenters also spoke 
to the lack of sufficient information and conclusive studies on the connection between health effects and 
EMF, and requested that the EIS address the possible correlations. Specific diseases including cancer, 
adult and childhood leukemia, chronic fatigue syndrome, Alzheimer’s disease, sudden infant death 
syndrome, amyotrophic lateral sclerosis, breast cancer, and a general increase in health risks were 
mentioned. Another commenter questioned the effect of EMF on pacemakers and defibrillators. 
Comments regarding the potential loss of production of dairy herd grazing in close proximity to a 
transmission lines were also received. Other health and safety comments included concerns about 
accidents, catastrophic failure due to adverse weather, being shocked by operating farm equipment under 
a transmission line, and clearance required to safely operate equipment under a transmission line. 

3.4.11 Historic and Cultural  
Nineteen (19) comments were received on cultural resources. Commenters requested that resources be 
avoided, such as, century farms, places currently or nominated to be on the National Registry of Historic 
Places, historic farms, historic school houses, cemeteries, archeological sites, historic trails, and 
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homesteads. Other specific locations mentioned include Mount Trempealeau and Laura Ingalls Wilder 
Historic trails and homestead. Tribal representatives explicitly asked that specific areas of tribal 
importance be avoided including active tribal ceremonial sites, grave sites along the Mississippi River 
protected under Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGRPA), Native American 
cave and mound burial sites, vision quest sites, and architectural property, archeological sites, culturally 
sensitive sites, or traditional cultural properties significant to the Ho Chunk Nation. In addition, tribes 
requested to be included in the formal Section 106 process by being provided with cultural resource 
studies and archeological reports and offered to host site visits with the RUS.  

3.4.12 Interconnection to Generation 
Twelve (12) comments were received regarding the project’s interconnection to a generation source. 
Most of the comments were inquiries regarding the kind of generation that would be energizing the project 
if built. Some commenters advocated locally generated energy and wind generated energy on the 
transmission lines, while others expressed their opposition to the lines carrying energy from coal 
generation. Those commenting on coal generation also requested that adverse environmental impacts 
caused by coal generation be assessed in the EIS, including air pollution, emissions, and global warming.  

3.4.13 Land Rights and Easement Acquisition 
Twenty-two (22) comments were received on land rights and easement acquisition. Most of the 
commenters questioned the process of easement acquisition, compensation for direct and indirect 
decreases in land and property value, allowable uses within an easement, eminent domain, maintenance, 
repairs, and easement valuation. Other commenters questioned the safe and allowable distance between 
a home and a transmission line, addressed avoiding properties that already have a utility easement, and 
questioned the fairness of placing the project on properties that do not directly benefit as a result of the 
project. Commenters also raised concerns about taking easements from landowners who own a small 
parcel of land. Commenters requested that all project activities remain within the ROW.  

3.4.14 Land Use 
Eleven comments (11) were received regarding land use. Commenters requested that direct and indirect 
impacts to current and future land use be examined in the EIS, to include agriculture, forests, river 
valleys, Mn DNR forestry management areas, sensitive land uses, businesses, recreational land, 
residential areas, and commercial land use. Specific concerns included the encroachment on the 
Peerless Chain Company property.  

3.4.15 Noise 
Five (5) comments were received regarding noise. The comments focused on the audible hum of 
transmission lines or the whistling that occurs in windy conditions. The commenters requested that noise 
impacts to quiet rural areas, noise, residential, recreational, and wildlife preservation areas where 
background noise is generally quiet and characterized by wind, insect, and bird noises be analyzed in the 
EIS. 
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3.4.16 Process 
One hundred twenty-five (125) comments were received on the various regulatory and planning 
processes the project is subject to prior to construction. These comments included questions and 
requests about the adequacy and legality of the federal, state, local, routing and planning processes used 
in the project. Comments received regarding the EIS and federal permitting process asked for the EIS to 
analyze direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts across a variety of resources, including the Mississippi 
River crossing, National Scenic Byways, federally protected wildlife areas, and social and economic 
resources. A commenter also requested that the EIS independently verify the project’s need articulated 
by the proponent and include information, illustrations, and modeling for the transmission line structures 
and substations, river crossings, system alternatives, noise impacts, EMF, and mitigation measures for all 
resources. An explanation was also requested regarding the purpose of the scoping process, and 
specifically why public comments were not gathered prior to public scoping on the AES and MCS 
documents. Commenters also requested that other federal, state, and local regulations are met and 
agencies be provided the opportunity to be involved in the process. Specific agencies mentioned include 
the FAA, USFWS, Mn DNR, WDNR, and other state and local agencies, as well as the Ho-Chunk Nation 
Tribe, the Oneida Nation of Wisconsin, Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe, and other tribes in Wisconsin. In 
addition, some commenters questioned the accuracy of the data used in the planning stages. 

Many of the process comments were regarding the adequacy of the public meetings, and the information 
provided. Commenters made note of information provided by staff and raised the question of veracity of 
the information. Some commenters believed the proponent’s discussion of project need was not 
sufficiently presented at the public scoping meetings. Additional comments regarding the need for the 
project are included in section 3.4.19 Purpose and Need. 

3.4.17 Project Alternatives 
Eighty-three (83) comments were received regarding project alternatives. Commenters provided 
suggestions for reasonable system alternatives to be included in the EIS: local generation and 
transmission, conservation, alternative sources of energy, renewable energy, nuclear energy, incentivized 
conservation, postponement, undergrounding, decentralized energy, load management, upgrading 
existing transmission lines, smart grid technology, and the no build alternative. Specific commenters 
requested that RUS choose alternatives that do not conflict with NPS and Wildlife Area policies.  

3.4.18 Public Facilities or Uses 
One (1) comment was received regarding public facilities or uses. Mn/DOT stated that safety rest areas 
cannot be encroached by utility lines or structures. 

3.4.19 Purpose and Need 
One hundred forty-three (143) comments were received regarding the project’s purpose and need. Most 
of the comments questioned the legitimacy of the need provided by the utilities and requested that the 
EIS independently verify the need for the project and review the background data used to create the need 
justification including load forecasts, assumptions, data, and projections. The EIS should also explain the 
regulatory criteria for approval of load forecasts applicable to the Proposal and provide a thorough and 
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independent review of all forecast data and assumptions. The EIS should specifically analyze the degree 
to which the load forecast assumptions of the project proponents reflect load management and 
conservation. Some other commenters also suggested that the real need for the project is to create profit 
for the private power suppliers that have ownership in CapX2020. One specific comment questioned 
whether the project is appropriate for borrowing per the Rural Electrification Act, since according to the 
commenter, regional and urban centers created the need and will benefit from the project, not rural areas. 

3.4.20 Recreation 
Fourteen (14) comments were received on recreation resources. Most of the commenters requested that 
recreational areas be preserved and avoided. Specific areas and activities included the Woodland Camp, 
Camp Victory, the Zumbro River Valley, Lake Zumbro, useable lakes and rivers in southeastern 
Minnesota, Steeplechase Ski and Snowboard Area, the bluffs near the Mississippi River, hunting grounds 
on private and public property, fishing areas, hiking areas, campgrounds, trails, and parks.  

3.4.21 Residential 
Ten (10) comments were received regarding proximity to residences. Most of the commenters requested 
that residences, family farms, and future home sites be avoided. Other commenters asked that data 
gathered at public meetings be added to maps and current data be reviewed and updated regarding the 
location of homes in the project area.  

3.4.22 River Crossings 
Three (3) comments were received regarding the potential river crossings identified as part of the 
proposed project. Commenters request that the direct and indirect impacts of the Mississippi, Black, and 
Cannon River crossings; long-term maintenance; and cost of the crossings be analyzed in the EIS. One 
specific commenter asked that the transmission lines not create a barrier for migratory birds in the flyway. 
Another commenter stated that the Cannon River should be avoided because it is designated as part of 
the Minnesota Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers Program, defined as rivers, along with their adjacent 
lands, that possess outstanding scenic, scientific, historic, and recreational resources. Commenters also 
requested that disturbed riparian areas be kept to a minimum for project construction. 

3.4.23 Route Alternatives 
One hundred seventy-seven (177) comments were received suggesting route alternatives. The 
comments varied from general routing suggestions to route specific comments. Some of the general 
comments included recommendations that existing corridors, ROWs, roads, rail lines, fence lines, 
property lines, non-farmable areas, established commercial and industrial corridors, and transmission 
lines should be paralleled and used when choosing the final route. Commenters also asked that existing 
residences and farms, private land, existing pipeline easements, rural river valleys, farmland, an 
agricultural protection district (A1) as specified in Goodhue County Zoning ordinance, existing contour 
terraces, bluff country, dairy farms, major roads, McCarthy Lake Wildlife Management Area (WMA), the 
Zumbro River Valley, the Mississippi River corridor, and Weaver Dunes be avoided when choosing the 
final route. One comment suggested that properties with existing transmission lines be avoided, in order 
to limit cumulative impacts of additional transmission lines. Other commenters suggested that the project 
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should be routed through wildlife areas, wetlands, woodlands, and public Mn DNR land to avoid impacts 
to populated areas and agricultural land. Some commenters emphasized that the shortest and least 
expensive route should be used, and that the displacement of people should be avoided. Commenters 
also recommended that the project should be routed where it is needed, near population centers of 
Rochester and La Crosse and Highway 52. A comment was submitted requesting that the EIS include 
analysis of various corridor alternatives to determine which corridor would minimize impacts. A common 
request was to underground the entire project. 

The following is a bulleted list of route alternative comments. The comments presented here are the 
opinion of the commentor and not necessarily fact. The list is organized by geographical location of the 
proposed transmission line routes: 

Hampton to North Rochester Substation Siting Area 
• Consider routing along Highway 52, it reduces impacts on rural landscape, agricultural communities, 

and native wildlife and plant communities.  
• Combine existing line and new project to reduce impacts along Highway 52. 
• A5 (Highway 52) is preferred over A6 and A122, because the other routes would cut cross-county 

and be harder to construct. 
• Highway 52 is preferred because it would cause fewer impacts to residences, schools, cropland, and 

wildlife habitat. 
• The Highway 52 alternative is better than the Highway 60 alternative, which is 17 miles longer, 

encumbers small farms, and razes sensitive forest and wetland areas. 
• Avoid irrigation system on the Syngenta Farm near Route A120. 
• Avoid Crossing the Cannon River in areas designated Wild, Scenic and Recreational by the state of 

Minnesota. 
• Combine existing transmission lines and the new project route A70 into one corridor in Section 34 of 

Wanamingo Township.  
• Avoid contour terraces built for agriculture in Warsaw Township. 
• Avoid the homes near Highway 60. 
• Highway 60 is the preferred route to get from Zumbrota to Kenyon. 
• The route west of Highway 56 should be avoided because of potential impacts to shrike populations. 
• Avoid the farm at 22075 Northfield Boulevard, located northeast of Hampton, Minnesota, because of 

the huge agricultural and financial impact the route would have on its owners. 
• Avoid interruption to overlapping irrigation system on farm located on the northeast quarter of Section 

4, and northwest quarter of Section 3 in Hampton Township. 
• Avoid a property located directly west of the southern stoplight on Highway 52 in Cannon Falls that 

hosts an old growth Burr Oak forest that should be preserved.  
• If route A4 is chosen, re-route the transmission so that it parallels field lines and property boundaries 

and does not cut across fields and interrupt pivot irrigation system. 
• To avoid interruption to farming activities of landowner who owns multiple parcels, re-route the 

transmission line out of the field located near segment A-66, Section 31 of Wanamingo Township. 
The re-route should start one-half mile west of 70th Avenue, run north at 70th Avenue for one-quarter 
mile, and then run west along the property line. 
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• Near route segment A-67, along Highway 60, Xcel already owns structures and has an easement in 
the field. The segment should be re-routed to parallel the existing line. This re-route would allow 
access for construction and maintenance and enable the landowner to continue aerial application of 
fungicides.  

• The route should avoid impacting future development in the city of Cannon Falls, which is planning a 
road improvement and light rail project.  

• The route that follows 50th Avenue would impact less residential housing and farmland than the 
alternative. 

• The City of Hampton prefers that the route is moved to the eastern city limits so the project does not 
affect future development. 

• The proposed route crossing of the Cannon River, located in an undisturbed area, would cause 
substantial negative impacts. New alternatives should be developed for crossing the Cannon River 
that should be limited to existing disturbed corridors such as highways or existing transmission lines. 

• Private land should be avoided, instead parallel Highway 35W near Northfield and Owatonna to 
Rochester and then parallel I-90 east. 

Zumbro River Crossing Area 
• The 345 kV route in the highly densely populated areas near Oronoco should be re-routed to the 

sparsely populated areas to the north. 
• Route B102 should be avoided because there is a major water runoff and deep ditches underneath 

the route. 
• The southern option in this area is the best route because its flatter, has less homes, and less trees 

than the northern option. 
• The route combination of B28, B91, B111, B93, B161, and B162 should be used. 
• Segment B32 should be avoided because it’s a fencerow, windbreak, a stand of 100 year old oak 

trees, and habitat for pheasants, deer, turkeys, birds, bees and butterflies. 
• There are alternative routes for every other segment except the one that crosses about 2.5 miles of 

the farm at 46998 170th Avenue near Zumbrota, Minnesota. 

Mississippi River Crossing 
• Alma  

o County Highway 12 and 247 are preferred over locations without existing linear features. 
o Avoid crossing the Mississippi River at segments listed on the Nationwide Rivers Inventory. 
o The project should be buried where the route crosses the Upper Mississippi River National 

Wildlife and Fish Refuge to avoid negative impacts. 
o Segment B27 should be avoided because it’s one-quarter mile from a home near Hammond, 

Minnesota. 
o The area north of the project area is better for transmission lines than the current corridors.  
o There are American bald eagle nests that should be avoided near the river bluffs, Camp Victory, 

and Woodland Camp on segment B18. 
o Route combinations B93, B159, and B162, or B93, B161, and B160 would cause less impact to 

homes, dairy farms, and agricultural use than the alternatives. 
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o Route combination B28, B111, B91, B93, B161, and B162, located in agricultural land, is 
preferred over the alternative B27, which is located through the Richard J. Dorer Memorial 
Hardwood State Forest. 

o B45 or B46 are preferred over B119, which is located through a residential yard. 
o If the Alma option for the Mississippi River crossing is chosen, MNDNR recommends that the 

existing 69 kV transmission line be paralleled past the Woodbury Wildlife Management Area near 
Zumbrota, Goodhue County, Minnesota. 

• Winona  

o Avoid the future RTP Company manufacturing sites that have been engineered and excavated. 
The future manufacturing sites are located near Winona, at 1416 and 1510 East Eighth Street 
and 1050 East Fourth Street. 

o Avoid impacts to the Mississippi River downstream of segments designated Wild and Scenic and 
listed on the Nationwide Rivers Inventory.  

o The project should be buried where the route crosses the Upper Mississippi River National 
Wildlife and Fish Refuge to avoid negative impacts. 

o If the Winona location for the Mississippi River Crossing is chosen, reduce visual impacts by 
placing the route on the east side of the last bluff as it descends toward the river and crosses 
Highway 61.  

o The route along I-90 is preferred over the option along Highway 25. 

• La Crescent  

o Choose the route along the Interstate 90 existing corridor. The La Crescent Mississippi River 
crossing location is preferred over the alternatives. 

o The current proposed route runs over a dairy farm at 4329 75th street northeast, near Rochester. 
The segment should be re-routed to follow the east property line.  

o Avoid impacts to the Mississippi River downstream of segments designated Wild and Scenic and 
listed on the Nationwide Rivers Inventory.  

o There may be a conflict with this project and the future east circle bypass road project around 
Rochester. It’s planned to be located in the same location near County Road 11, south of Viola 
Road, and north of County Road 9.  

o Route segments B120 and B119, and B117 are preferred over the alternatives. 
o The project should be buried where the route crosses the Upper Mississippi River National 

Wildlife and Fish Refuge to avoid negative impacts. 
o Segment B89 should be re-routed to avoid bisecting fields. The re-route should parallel County 

Road 11 south (near B160 on the map) or use segment B159. 
o The route located near 4313 Highway 247 northeast, in Elgin, should be re-routed so it parallels 

the property line that runs north and south and moved 1.5 miles to the east along Olmsted County 
Road 11. It should extend to the north and connect to one of the routes running east west. 

o Segments B112 and B89 would impact multiple dairy farms in Farmington Township, Minnesota. 
Segments B159 and B160 are preferred because they do not affect any dairy farms, the route is 
more direct, it affects less homes, and is routed through cropland. 
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o The project should be routed along existing Interstates 90 and 94.  
o Segment B120 is routed behind a lot of properties, which is better than the alternatives that are in 

the front of many properties. 
o Segment B47 would be easy to access by using County Road 11. 
o Consider and alternative route through the Pfeiffer Valley, which could hide the lines below the 

skyline and reduce visual impact. 
o The area to the south of I-90 should be avoided because it is rich in bluff land habitat for the 

timber rattlesnakes, which are protected under Minnesota endangered species law. If the project 
were routed here, it would increase fragmentation of habitat and result in negative edge effects. 

o The La Crescent Mississippi River Crossing location would be more expensive, damaging, and 
difficult due to terrain than the other options. The La Crescent option would also destroy the view 
of the Mississippi River and the bluffs. 

Wisconsin Routes 
• Avoid crossing the Black River in segments designated Wild and Scenic and that are also listed on 

the Nationwide Rivers Inventory. 
• Consider routes on Highway 35 that avoid impacts to farmland. 
• The existing lines to Arcadia should be paralleled. 
• Do not use the Arcadia and Blair routes as there are many hills that present a challenge for 

construction. An alternative would be to route the project parallel to Interstate 90 from Rochester to 
La Crosse, or parallel existing lines from Alma and Trempealeau into La Crosse. 

• The Q1 line in Wisconsin should be used as a route corridor, because there are fewer people than 
the other alternatives. 

• The existing La Crosse Substation should be expanded for this project. 
• Under segment C68, two existing structures should be replaced with one new double circuit pole in 

the field so the owner can use pivot irrigation instead or traveling guns, which use more electricity. 
The referenced property is located at N11794 Fremont Street in Trempealeau, Wisconsin. 

• The Wisconsin Great River Road National Scenic Byway should be avoided by this project because 
of potential aesthetic impacts and encroachment on the various intrinsic byway features. 

• WDNR requests that the La Crosse Marsh and Van Loon State Wildlife Area be avoided. 

161 kV Transmission Line 
• The Douglas Trail route is preferred over the alternatives because it takes advantage of the 

abandoned railroad corridor. 
• The 161 kV route in the densely populated areas near Oronoco should be re-routed to the sparsely 

populated areas to the north. 
• The western alternative is a better option because there is an existing ROW for People’s Cooperative 

transmission lines, it is shorter and straighter and there are fewer homes. 

3.4.24 Social and Economic  
Eighty-two (82) comments were received regarding social and economic resources. Most of the 
commenters requested that direct and indirect impacts to social and economic resources be analyzed in 
the EIS. Specific concerns and issues were regarding impacts to agriculture-based businesses, 
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recreation businesses, property and home values, re-sale value of property, taxes, land- and property-
based income sources, visual resources that provide values to properties, tourism and the resources it is 
based on, electricity rates, businesses, and future development. Comments were also received 
questioning the continued viability of small farms that might be part of a final alignment and therefore host 
an easement. Many commenters addressed financial compensation for decreases in home, farm, and 
property values that are directly or indirectly impacted by the proposed project. Others questioned the 
source of project funds and wondered about other potential use for the money.  

3.4.25 Transportation and Access 
Two (2) comments were received on transportation and access. One requested that private airports be 
considered during the routing process. The other commenter requests that impacts to private drives be 
avoided. 

3.4.26 Visual 
Fourty-four (44) comments were received regarding visual resources. Many commented that transmission 
lines are ugly, unsightly, and eyesores. Others requested that the EIS address direct and indirect visual 
impacts to specific resources ranging from the National Scenic Byway located in Minnesota and 
Wisconsin, the Mississippi River channel, Van Loon Wildlife Area, scenic byways, neighborhoods and 
homes, Lake Zumbro, rural agricultural communities, waterways, wetlands, and recreational areas. The 
EIS should analyze the degree to which the proposed project would impact features like these for tourism, 
recreation, and enjoyment across all the alternatives. Mn DNR submitted comments stating a permit 
would not be granted for any type of construction within a statutory boundary of a state park, and if the 
project is proposed proximate to a state park, the EIS should include a viewshed analysis of impacts to 
park visitors. Mn/DOT indicated that they will strictly enforce vegetation management requirements at 
safety rest areas for aesthetic reasons. 



 

 

4.0 Project Schedule 
RUS will prepare the Draft EIS and anticipates distribution in summer 2010. A public review, public 
meeting and comment period on the Draft EIS would occur in that same timeframe.  Additionally, RUS will 
engage in necessary agency consultation and coordination regarding potential effects to resources will be 
conducted. RUS will continue to review and respond to substantive comments provided to them. A Final 
EIS will be prepared and distributed in late 2010 with an opportunity for the public to review and comment 
on the Final EIS. A Record of Decision is anticipated to be published in spring 2011.  

  Federal Review Process 
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and the original wooden bridge stringers 
and deck are beginning to fall into the 
stream channel. Constructing the bridge 
so the structure does not impede water 
flow, particularily during periods of 
high water, will be beneficial to the 
aquatic habitats. As part of the proposed 
action the West Fork Blacks Fork bridge 
will be replaced to provide access to 
salvage the lodgepole pine stands in 
Section 18, which are heavily infested 
by mountain pine beetles. Over the long 
term, it would provide access for the 
private property owner while allowing 
fire access, and other types of 
administrative uses on the National 
Forest by the Forest Service. This road 
has been gated for many years and this 
would continue if the bridge were 
replaced. The road would be 
periodically maintained to prevent 
erosion and deterioration of the road 
prism. The execution of easements 
would establish legal access and also 
provide for future maintenance. 

There are five basic techniques that 
will be used to contain prescribed fire 
in the treatment units. Fire will be used 
alone or in conjunction with 
commercial timber harvest to achieve a 
mosaic of burned and unburned patches 
within some of the units. Specific 
methods of line control will be specified 
in the burn plan. Construction of line 
will use the minimum necessary 
disturbance. The following estimates of 
miles of each kind of fire line are 
approximate, but represent the upper 
end (most line construction) for control 
lines. It is likely that firing techniques 
will be utilized more and constructed 
lines less than the estimates given. 

At least 3.9 miles of unit perimeter 
will utilize terrain features in 
conjunction with the firing patterns to 
selectively burn portions of the units. 
Natural features such as rock outcrops, 
openings, and wet riparian/stream 
corridors, will serve as anchors for 
utilizing firing techniques. In particular, 
Blacks Fork will function as the west 
fireline for most of the eastern burn 
unit. Created features such as areas 
where timber has been harvested may 
also be appropriate for control lines, 
depending on fuel conditions. 

Up to about 0.3 miles of handline 
(averaging 24 to 36 inches wide and 
cleared to mineral soil) will be built and 
rehabilitated. Where vegetation is short 
and light, such as in sage and grass, 
fireline constructed by hand will be 
used to anchor the burning. Line will be 
appropriately rehabilitated (by 
mulching, seeding, and/or water 
barring, as needed) following 
completion of the burning to prevent 
erosion. 

Approximately 1.0 miles of machine 
line could be used. Heavy equipment 
will be used to construct fireline where 
fuels are larger than feasible for 
handline, and natural features/firing 
techniques are not adequate for control. 
Line will average 72 to 96 inches in 
width and be cleared to mineral soil. 
Possible equipment includes (but is not 
limited to) bulldozers, rubber tired 
skidders, trail cats, and tracked 
excavators. Following burning, the lines 
will be rehabilitated (seeded and water 
barred as needed, and where available 
woody debris may be scattered along for 
microsite protection). 

Approximately 0.9 miles of skid trails 
(including incidental machine line) will 
be used as fire containment lines. In 
timber sale units that have burning as 
secondary treatments skid trails for log 
removal will be placed along the 
perimeter and used also for containment 
of the fire. Skid trails are generally 
about 96 inches in width and have 
mineral soil exposed throughout much 
of their surface. As in the machine line, 
these will be rehabilitated following 
burning to prevent erosion. In small 
portions where it is not feasible to skid 
along the boundary then machine line 
will be built. 

Approximately 4.1 miles of Forest 
System Road will be used for fire 
containment. Where existing roads 
coincide with burn unit boundaries 
these will be used as fire lines, such as 
along the eastern boundary of the 
eastern burn unit. 

Possible Alternatives 

In addition to the Proposed Action, a 
no action alternative will be considered. 
This alternative would simply continue 
current management without the actions 
of this proposal. Other alternatives may 
be developed in response to issues 
generated during the scoping process. 

Responsible Official 

Evanston-Mountain View District 
Ranger. 

Nature of Decision To Be Made 

The decision to be made is whether or 
not to implement vegetation treatments 
in the Blacks Fork project area, and if 
so, to what degree and where. 

Preliminary Issues 

Preliminary issues are the effects of 
treatments on wildlife habitat, and the 
effects of insect and disease outbreaks 
on current forest health. 

Scoping Process 

This notice of intent initiates the 
scoping process, which guides the 

development of the environmental 
impact statement. 

It is important that reviewers provide 
their comments at such times and in 
such manner that they are useful to the 
agency’s preparation of the 
environmental impact statement. 
Therefore, comments should be 
provided prior to the close of the 
comment period and should clearly 
articulate the reviewer’s concerns and 
contentions. The submission of timely 
and specific comments can affect a 
reviewer’s ability to participate in 
subsequent administrative appeal or 
judicial review. 

Dated: May 19, 2009. 
Stephen M. Ryberg, 
District Ranger. 
[FR Doc. E9–12124 Filed 5–27–09; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–11–M 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Rural Utilities Service 

Dairyland Power Cooperative, Inc.: 
Notice of Intent To Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement and 
Hold Public Scoping Meetings 

AGENCY: Rural Utilities Service, USDA. 
ACTION: Notice of Intent To Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement and 
Hold Public Scoping Meetings. 

SUMMARY: The Rural Utilities Service 
(RUS) intends to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
and hold public scoping meetings and 
in connection with possible impacts 
related to a project proposed by 
Dairyland Power Cooperative in the 
CapX 2020 Hampton-Rochester-La 
Crosse Transmission Line Project. The 
proposal consists of the construction of 
a 345-kilovolt (kV) transmission line 
and associated infrastructure between 
Hampton, Minnesota and the La Crosse 
area in Wisconsin. The project also 
includes construction of new 161-kV 
transmission lines and associated 
facilities in the area of Rochester, 
Minnesota. The total length of 345-kV 
and 161-kV transmission lines 
associated with the proposed project 
will be approximately 150 miles. 
Proposed and alternate transmission 
segments and locations for proposed 
and alternate associated facilities have 
been identified by Dairyland Power 
Cooperative. Dairyland Power 
Cooperative is requesting RUS to 
provide financing for its portion of the 
proposed project. 
DATES: RUS will conduct six public 
scoping meetings in an open-house 
format followed by a discussion period: 
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June 16, 2009, Plainview-Elgin-Millville 
High School, 500 West Broadway, 
Plainview, Minnesota; June 17, 2009, 
Wanamingo Community Center, 401 
Main Street, Wanamingo, Minnesota; 
June 18, 2009, City of St. Charles 
Community Meeting Room, 830 
Whitewater Avenue, St. Charles, 
Minnesota; June 23, 2009, La Crescent 
American Legion, 509 N. Chestnut, La 
Crescent, Minnesota; June 24, 2009, 
Centerville/Town of Trempealeau 
Community Center, W24854 State Road 
54/93, Galesville, Wisconsin; and June 
25, 2009, Cochrane-Fountain City High 
School, S2770 State Road 35, Fountain 
City, Wisconsin. All meetings will be 
held between 6–8:00 PM local time. 
Comments regarding the proposed 
project may be submitted (orally or in 
writing) at the public scoping meetings 
or in writing to RUS at the address 
listed in this notice no later than June 
29, 2009. 
ADDRESSES: To send comments or for 
further information, contact Stephanie 
Strength, Environmental Protection 
Specialist, USDA, Rural Utilities 
Service, Engineering and Environmental 
Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., 
Stop 1571, Washington, DC 20250– 
1571, telephone: (202) 720–0468 or e- 
mail: stephanie.strength@usda.gov. 

An Alternative Evaluation Study 
(AES) and Macro Corridor Study (MCS), 
prepared by Dairyland Power 
Cooperative, will be presented at the 
public scoping meetings. The reports are 
available for public review at the RUS 
address provided in this notice and at 
Dairyland Power Cooperative, 3251 East 
Avenue, South, La Crosse, WI 54602. In 
Addition, the reports will be available at 
RUS’ Web site, http://www.usda.gov/ 
rus/water/ees/eis.htm and at the 
following repositories: 
Alma Public Library, 312 North Main 

Street, Alma, WI 54610, Phone: 608– 
685–3823. 

Arcadia Public Library, 406 E Main 
Street, Arcadia, WI 54612, Phone: 
608–323–7505. 

Blair-Preston Library, 122 Urberg Street, 
Blair, WI 54616, Phone: 608–989– 
2502. 

Campbell Library, 2219 Bainbridge 
Street, La Crosse, WI 54603, Phone: 
608–783–0052. 

Cannon Falls Library, 306 West Mill 
Street, Cannon Falls, MN 55009, 
Phone: 507–263–2804. 

Dairyland Power Cooperative, 500 Old 
State Highway 35, Alma, WI 54610, 
Phone: 608–685–4497. 

Galesville Public Library, 16787 South 
Main Street, Galesville, WI 54630, 
Phone: 608–582–2552. 

Hokah Public Library, 57 Main Street, 
Hokah, MN 55941, Phone: 507–894– 
2665. 

Holmen Area Library, 16787 South 
Main Street, Galesville, WI 54630, 
Phone: 608–526–4198. 

Kenyon Public Library, 709 2nd Street, 
Kenyon, MN 55946, Phone: 507–789– 
6821. 

Riverland Energy Cooperative, N28988 
State Road 93, Arcadia, WI 54612, 
Phone: 608–323–3381. 

Rochester Public Library, 101 2nd Street 
SE., Rochester, MN 55963, Phone: 
507–328–2309. 

Shirley M. Wright Memorial Library, 
11455 Fremont Street, Trempealeau, 
WI 54650, Phone: 608–534–6197. 

St. Charles Public Library, 125 W 11th 
Street, St. Charles, MN 55927, Phone: 
507–932–3227. 

Tri-County Electric, 31110 Cooperative 
Way, Rushford, MN 55971, Phone: 
507–864–7783. 

La Crescent Public Library, 321 Main 
Street, La Crescent, MN 55947, Phone: 
507–895–4047. 

La Crosse Public Library, 800 Main 
Street, La Crosse, WI 54601, Phone: 
608–789–7109. 

Onalaska Public Library, 741 Oak 
Avenue, South, Onalaska, WI 54650, 
Phone: 608–781–9568. 

People’s Cooperative Services, 3935 
Hwy 14 E, Rochester, MN 55903, 
Phone: 507–288–4004. 

Plainview Public Library, 115 SE 3rd 
Street, Pine Island, MN 55963, Phone: 
507–534–3425. 

Van Horn Public Library, 115 SE 3rd 
Street, Pine Island, MN 55963, Phone: 
507–356–8558. 

Winona Public Library, 151 West 5th 
Street, Winona, MN 55987, Phone: 
507–452–4582. 

Xcel Energy, 5050 Service Drive, 
Winona, MN 55987, Phone: 800–422– 
0782. 

Xcel Energy, 1414 West Hamilton 
Avenue, Eau Claire, WI 54701, Phone: 
715–839–2621. 

Zumbrota Public Library, 100 West 
Avenue, Zumbrota, MN 55992, Phone: 
507–732–5211. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Preliminary proposed transmission line 
corridors and siting areas for substations 
have been identified. The EIS will 
address the construction, operation, and 
management of the proposed project, 
which includes a 345-kV transmission 
line and associated infrastructure 
between Hampton, Minnesota and the 
La Crosse area of Wisconsin; 161-kV 
transmission lines in the vicinity of 
Rochester, Minnesota; construction and 
maintenance of access roads for all 
proposed transmission lines; 

construction of up to three new 
substations, and expansion of up to 
three existing substations. Total length 
of the transmission lines for the 
proposed project will be approximately 
150 miles. The project study area 
includes part or all of the following 
counties in Minnesota: Dakota, 
Goodhue, Wabasha, Winona, Houston, 
Olmsted, Rice, and Dodge. In 
Wisconsin, the project area includes 
parts of the following counties: La 
Crosse, Trempealeau, and Buffalo. 

Among the alternatives RUS will 
address in the EIS is the No Action 
alternative, under which the project 
would not be undertaken. In the EIS, the 
effects of the proposed project will be 
compared to the existing conditions in 
the area affected. Alternative 
transmission line corridors and 
substation locations will be refined as 
part of the EIS scoping process and will 
be addressed in the Draft EIS. RUS will 
carefully study public health and safety, 
environmental impacts, and engineering 
aspects of the proposed project and all 
related facilities. 

RUS will use input provided by 
government agencies, private 
organizations, and the public in the 
preparation of the Draft EIS. The Draft 
EIS will be available for review and 
comment for 45 days. A Final EIS that 
considers all comments received will 
subsequently be prepared. The Final EIS 
will be available for review and 
comment for 30 days. Following the 30- 
day comment period, RUS will prepare 
a Record of Decision (ROD). Notices 
announcing the availability of the Draft 
EIS, the Final EIS, and the ROD will be 
published in the Federal Register and in 
local newspapers. 

Any final action by RUS related to the 
proposed project will be subject to, and 
contingent upon, compliance with all 
relevant federal, state, and local 
environmental laws and regulations and 
completion of the environmental review 
requirements as prescribed in the RUS 
Environmental Policies and Procedures 
(7 CFR part 1794). 

Dated: May 22, 2009. 

Mark S. Plank, 
Director, Engineering and Environmental 
Staff, USDA/Rural Utilities Service. 
[FR Doc. E9–12407 Filed 5–27–09; 8:45 am] 
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AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

State of Minnesota
County of Olmsted

Sue Lovejoy, being duly sworn, on oath that she is the
publisher or authorized agent and employee of the publisher of
the newspaper known as the Post-Bulletin, and has full knowledge
of the facts which are stated below:

(A) The newspaper has complied with all the requirements
constituting qualifications as a legal newspaper, as provided by
Minnesota Statute 331A.02, 331A.07 and other applicable laws,
as amended.

(B) The printed notice

Which is attached was cut from the columns of said newspaper,
and was printed and published I times for 1 weeks; itwas first
published on    Wednesday, the 3rd day of June, 2009;
and was thereafter printed and published on

Wednesday, the 3rd day of June, 2009, and printedbelowis
a copy of the lower case alphabet from a to z, both inclusive,
which is hereby acknowledged as being the size and kind of
type used in the composition and pub!ication of the notice:

abcdefghijklmnopqrstuvwxyz

POST-BULLETIN COMPANY L.L.C.

TITLE: Classified Manager

RATE INFORMATION

1 ) Lowest classified rate paid by commercial user
For comparable space

2) Publication Fee

$
(Line rate)





Zumbrota Public Library
100 West Avenue
Zumbrota. MN 55992
Phone: 507-732-5211
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State of Minnesota

County of Wabasha

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION
THE WABASHA COUNTY HERALD

Gary D. Stumpf, iWlch ael T. Stumpf and Daniel J. Stumpf being duly sworn,
on oath say that they are the publishers of the newspaper known as THE
WABASHA COUNTY HERALD, and have full knowledge of the facts
which are stated below: (A) The newspaper has complied with all of the
requirements constituting qualification as a qualified newspaper, as provid-
ed    by Minnesota Statute 331A.02, 331A.07, and other applicable laws,
as amended. (B) The printed PuNic Notice - United States Department of
Agriculture - Rural Utilities Service Dairvland Power Cooperative

which is attached was cut from the columns of said newspaper, and was
printed and published once each week, for 1 successive weeks, it was
fit’st published on Wednesday, the 3~ day of June
2009 , and was thereafter printed and published on every Wednesday to
and including Wednesday, the 3~ day of     June,     2009 ; and
printed below is a copy of the lower case alphabet from A to Z which is hereby
acknowledged as being the size and k’md of type used in the composition and
publication of the notice:

abcdefghijklmnopqrstuvwxyz

Subscribed and sworn to before
me on this    3~ day of

June , 2009 .

Notary Pdltlic, -
Wabasha, Minnesota

~ ExNres 1-31-2012

RATE INFORMATION

1)Lowest cq’ns~£~rate paid
b~user~, f~o~,







sworn, , bein~ dulyon oath, say~ h~h~ is md dung ~ the ~es h~re~ sta~ed h~ been foremm of ~ ~fin~er md ~e p~er
’ ¢h~, of the ~ONA POST md h~ ~ ~owled~, d ~e fac~ here~ stated as follows:
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~ ~dn~d spac~ ~o a~ le~ 1,200 ~qu~ inches;                           oIu~ md ~hee~ fo~ ~qu~vden~

(:2) Said newspaper is a weeldy~distributec~at lea~t onoe each week for 52 weeks each year.

¯ (3) ~aid newspaper in at least h~If of its issues each year has no more than 7.5 percent of its printed space comprised
of advertising material and pald legal nn~ices; and in all of its i~sues each year ba~ 50 percent of its news colun’ms
devoted to news of local interest to the community hlch it purports to ser~e, but not more than ~ percent of its total
.nonadverdsing column inches in any issue wholly duplioates any other publicaiion unless the duplicated material is
from recognized general news services;
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No invoice will follow. Please pay from this affidavit. Thank youl

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

State of Minnesota
SS

County of Goodhue

Peri Williams                  being duly sworn, on oath says tha{ he/she
is the publisher or authorized agent and employee of the publisher of the
newspaper known as the Republican Eagle, and has full knowledge of
the facts which are stated below:

(A) The newspaper has complied with all of the requirements constituting
qualification as a legal newspaper, as provided by Minnesota Statute
331A.02, 331A.07 and other applicable laws, as amended.

(B) The printed UNITED STATE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

which is attached was cut from the columns of said newspaper, and
was printed and published 1       time(s) for
It was first published on THURSDAY the

JUNE and was thereafter printed and published:

t
4TH day of

AND INCLUDING

REPUI~f~CAN EAGLE    ~. ~

TITLE: LEGAL NOTICE CLERK

JUNE

1) Lowest classified rate paid by
users for comparable space

Maximum rate allowed by law for the above
matter

3) Rate actually charged for the above matter

4) Publication Fee

(Line or inch rate)

(Line or inch rate)

(Line or inch rate)

PAYMENT ID # 20555102

Pleaseremitpaymentto: RiverTownNewspaperGroup, POBox15, RedWing, MN55066



WASHINGTON (AP) —
Judge Sonia Sotomayor on

T u e s d a y
c o u n te re d
Republican
c h a r g e s
that she
would let
her back-
ground dic-
tate her rul-
ings as

Americans signaled a
favorable first impression
of President Barack
Obama’s first Supreme
Court choice.

A new Associated
Press-GfK poll suggested
that Americans have a
more positive view of her
than they did of any of
former President George
W. Bush’s nominees to the
high court. Half backed
her confirmation.

As Sotomayor made
her Senate debut with a
series of private meetings,
Republicans said they
would prefer holding
hearings on her nomina-

tion in September, which
could cloud the speedy
summertime confirma-
tion Obama wants.

Sotomayor, who would
be the high court’s first
Hispanic and its third
woman, told senators she
would follow the law as a
judge without letting her
life experiences inappro-
priately influence her
decisions.

“Ultimately and com-
pletely, a judge has to fol-
low the law no matter
what their upbringing has
been,” Sen. Patrick Leahy,
D-Vt., the Judiciary
Committee chairman,
quoted the nominee as
saying in their closed-
door session.

Sen. Jeff Sessions of
Alabama, the top
Republican on the com-
mittee, said Sotomayor
used similar words with
him as well, but he
appeared to come away
from the meetings uncon-
vinced about her

approach and whether
she would be an
“activist” who tried to
set policy from the
bench.

“We talked about the
idea and the concept of
personal feelings and ...
how that influences a
decision, and how it
should not,” Sessions
said, declining to elabo-
rate on the private dis-
cussion.

In the new poll, half
said she should be seated
on the court while 22
percent opposed her
confirmation. About a
third had a favorable view
of Sotomayor while 18
percent viewed her unfa-
vorably.

Questioned about
affirmative action, 63
percent support it for
women and fewer, 56
percent, favor affirma-
tive action for racial or
ethnic minorities. The
poll did not define affir-
mative action.
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Tracks found in Pepin County
believed to be cougar’s

By Tribune staff

EAU CLAIRE, Wis. —
Tracks of a large cat that
experts say probably was a
cougar have been found in
Pepin County, the state
Department of Natural
Resources reported.

The prints in rain-
moistened soil first were
noticed early last
Wednesday near a live-
stock pen on a large town
of Lima dairy farm. The
farmer said his son told
him a bear had been nearby
so he checked the tracks.

“I said, ‘That’s not a
bear, that’s cat-like,’” he

said. An avid hunter who
has pursued big game in
the western states, he said
he is familiar with cougar
tracks.

Biologist Adrian
Wydeven, the DNR’s lead-
ing cougar expert, exam-
ined photographs of the
tracks and concluded they
clearly belong to a large cat

— three lobes at the back
of the foot pad and a stride
longer than 3 feet.

While the tracks are
convincing, additional
information is needed to
confirm if it is a wild
cougar, Wydeven said.

The DNR will try to
monitor the animal and
asks that people who
spend time outdoors in
west-central Wisconsin
watch for cougar tracks
and other signs. Finding
more tracks, in addition to
offering clues to the ani-
mal’s movements, could
lead to collecting scat, hair
or urine for DNA analysis.

Sotomayor

Judge Sonia Sotomayor
addresses bias suspicions
Poll: Half of Americans favor confirmation

The DNR asks that people
who spend time outdoors
in west-central Wisconsin
watch for cougar tracks.

STATE
The Associated Press

> “VAMPIRE” ADMITS TO
HARASSING TEEN —
ROCHESTER, Minn. — Two
days before his trial was to
begin, a man who calls him-
self a vampire and once ran
for Minnesota governor has
admitted to harassing a
Rochester teen by e-mail.
Jonathon Sharkey, 45, plead-
ed guilty Monday to two
counts of gross-misde-
meanor harassment in
Olmsted County. Sharkey is
also pending extradition to
Indiana to face two felony
charges.

> WISCONSIN ASSEMBLY TO
TAKE UP BUDGET NEXT WEEK —
MADISON, Wis. — The
Wisconsin Assembly plans to
vote on the state budget next
week. Assembly Speaker
Mike Sheridan, a Janesville
Democrat, said Democrats
who control the chamber
plan to review the two-year
spending plan and possible
changes starting Thursday.
They then plan to convene on
the floor for a vote on
Wednesday of next week.

> JUDGE ALLOWS COMMENCE-
MENT AT CHURCH — MILWAU-
KEE — A federal judge will
allow a public school district
in a Milwaukee suburb to hold
its graduation ceremonies in
a church. U.S. District Judge
Charles Clevert issued his
ruling Tuesday in a lawsuit
brought by Americans United
for Separation of Church and
State. The Elmbrook School
District plans to use Elm-
brook Church for Brookfield
Central and East high
schools’ commencement cer-
emonies. Judge Clevert says
a “ceremony in the church
does not necessarily consti-
tute a church ceremony.”

> WORTHINGTON AMMONIA
LEAK SICKENS DOZENS —
WORTHINGTON, Minn. —
About 40 workers at a pork
processing plant in
Worthington were taken to
the hospital after an ammo-
nia leak made them sick.
Officials say the leak hap-
pened about 10:20 a.m.
Tuesday at JBS, formerly
Swift and Co.

Need help cleaning your home or office?

Turn to the Classifieds
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

~ P U B L I C  N O T I C E ~

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS FOR AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
CAPX2020 HAMPTON-ROCHESTER-LA CROSSE 345-KV TRANSMISSION LINE PROJECT

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Rural Utilities
Service (RUS), Dairyland Power Cooperative and other
CapX2020 utilities invite you to attend a public scoping

meeting to discuss the proposed Hampton-Rochester-La
Crosse 345-kilovolt (kV) transmission system improvement
proposal.

Serving as the lead federal agency, RUS is responsible for
completing any requirements with the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA), including preparing an Environmental Im-
pact Statement (EIS). Dairyland Power Cooperative is request-
ing RUS provide financing for its portion of the proposed
project. The public scoping meetings provide an opportunity for
you to discuss project details with agency and company repre-
sentatives and for your comments to be incorporated into the
planning process and development of an EIS.

RUS will use input provided by government agencies, private
organizations and the public in the preparation of the Draft
EIS, which will be available for review and comments for 45
days. A Final EIS that considers all comments received will
subsequently be prepared.

PROPOSAL
The CapX2020 utilities are proposing to construct a 345 kilo-
volt (kV) electric transmission line and associated facilities be-
tween Hampton and Rochester, Minnesota, and the La Crosse,
Wisconsin area. The proposal includes the proposed 345 kV
transmission line from a substation near Hampton to a pro-
posed substation in north Rochester and to a new or existing
substation near La Crosse. The proposal also includes con-
struction of a new 161-kV transmission line and associated 
facilities in the Rochester area. 

The proposed facilities are needed to improve regional reliabil-
ity, enhance local load serving needs and provide generation
outlet support. CapX2020 is a joint initiative of 11 electric
transmission-owning utilities in Minnesota, Wisconsin and the
surrounding region to expand the electric transmission grid to
meet the increasing demand for power.

Xcel Energy is the lead utility for the proposal. Dairyland Power
Corporation has requested financial assistance from RUS for
Dairyland’s anticipated 11 percent ownership interest in the
proposal. Other anticipated owners of the proposed facilities
include WPPI Energy, Southern Minnesota Municipal Power
Agency, and Rochester Public Utilities. Before the proposal 
can be built, the CapX2020 utilities must obtain approval from
state and federal agencies. Proposal approval also involves
NEPA processes and the NEPA implementation guidance of
RUS.

DOCUMENT AVAILABILITY & REQUESTS 
Two documents have been prepared for the proposal and are available for review
prior to the agency and public scoping meetings in June 2009. The Alternative
Evaluation Study (AES) explains the proposal’s need, discusses the alternative
methods that have been considered to meet that need, and which alternative is
considered the best for fulfilling the need. The Macro Corridor Study (MCS) de-
fines the proposal study area and shows the proposal’s end points. Within the
proposal study area, macro-corridors have been developed based on environ-
mental, engineering, economic, land use and permitting constraints. Both docu-
ments are available at the libraries detailed in the attached list. If you are
interested in receiving copies of either of these documents, please contact
Stephanie.strength@usda.gov or (202) 720-0468.

For more information, please contact:
Stephanie Strength
Environmental Protection Specialist
United States Department of Agriculture
Rural Utilities Service
Engineering and Environmental Staff
1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Stop 1571
Washington, DC 20250-1571
Phone: (202) 720-0468
Email: stephanie.strength@usda.gov

Or, contact Tom Hillstrom or Chuck Thompson at
lacrosseinfo@capx2020.com or 1-800-238-7968
or visit www.capx2020.com for additional project
information and detailed project maps.

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS WILL BE HELD AT THE FOLLOWING LOCATIONS:
June 16
6 – 8 p.m.
Plainview-Elgin-Millville High School
Cafeteria
500 West Broadway 
Plainview, MN 55964

June 17
6 – 8 p.m.
Wanamingo Community Center
401 Main Street
Wanamingo, MN 55983

June 18
6 – 8 p.m.
City of St. Charles 
Community Meeting Room
830 Whitewater Avenue
St. Charles, MN 55972

June 23 
6 – 8 p.m.
La Crescent American Legion
509 North Chestnut 
La Crescent, MN 55947

June 24
6 – 8 p.m.
Centerville/Town of Trempealeau 
Community Center
W24854 State Road 54/93
Galesville, WI 54630

June 25
6 – 8 p.m.
Cochrane-Fountain City High School
S2770 State Road 35 
Fountain City, WI 54629

 • Residential 
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 608-787-6694

 Decorative Concrete
 •  Colored • Stamped • Cementitious Overlays
 •  Acid Staining & Sealing • Concrete Restoration
 •  Shot Blasting 
 • HTC Diamond Grinding & Polishing
 •  Scarifying

 Quality Concrete Flatwork
 Epoxy & Urethane Systems
 Custom Flooring

 •  Driveways • Sidewalks • Steps
 • Specialty Coatings • Floors • Patios
 •  Epoxy Garage Floors • Basement Floors

 HEAVY  DUTY EPOXY  SEAMLESS  WALL  COATINGS
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 • Insured
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AFFB AV T PU
STATE OFWL, CONSIN,
La Crosse County.        , SS.

[’ore me this 3

Lisa Zobeck, being dnly sworn, says that she is the principal
clerk of THE LA CROSSE TRIBU N E, a public daily newspaper
of general cimuhttiou, printed and published in the City of La Crosse,
in the county and State afbresaid, and fl~at the notice of which the
annexed is printed copy taken from the paper in which the same
was published, was inserted and published in the said newspaper

on the 03     day of     Jun 2009

and thereafter on the following dates, to wit:

being at least once in each week for.

d;Ly~d h ~,~ A.D. 2009

Notary Pnblic, La Crosse County, Wisconsin
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NBA FINALS

Magic players: All-Star Nelson will return
ORLANDO, Fla. (AP) — Orlando

Magic players say Jameer Nelson
will play in the NBA finals, even
though the All-Star point guard and
his coach remain publicly pes-
simistic.

Nelson participat-
ed in a full team prac-
tice Tuesday for the
first time since tear-
ing the labrum in his
right shoulder Feb. 2.
While Nelson and
coach Stan Van
Gundy still said the
point guard’s status

won’t be determined until game day,
players said Nelson looked “terrific”
and expect him to be on the court
against the Los Angeles Lakers.

“I expect to see him out there at
some point in the series,” backup
point guard Anthony Johnson said.

Nelson had what was then called
season-ending surgery Feb. 19.

Nelson’s rehabilitation was sup-
posed to take at least another two
months.

Game 1 of the finals is Thursday
night in Los Angeles, and healed or
not, Nelson wants to play.

“I’m not saying I’m any tougher
or stronger than anybody, but I’ve
been known to do some amazing
things sometimes,” Nelson said
Tuesday, again lobbying for playing
time.

Magic general manager Otis
Smith had repeatedly said Nelson
will not play again this season. But
he recanted his comments Monday
and said a quicker recovery and the
chance of winning a championship
has forced him to at least take a look
at Nelson.

“It’s still no in my mind,” Smith
said. “There’s a very smidgen of a
chance he can play.”

That “smidgen” seems to be
growing.

Nelson has been playing full-
court games and practicing in non-
contact drills for the last two weeks.
Tuesday, he participated in every
drill.

Players said Nelson wasn’t in his
All-Star form, but even not com-
pletely healthy, he was better than
most NBA point guards.

“He was terrific,” Magic forward
Mickael Pietrus said. “Hopefully, he
will play and can help us win.”

Starting point guard Rafer Alston
expressed similar optimism.

“I was going to try to run him
ragged out there, but I didn’t want to
cross him over,” Alston said. “He did
cross me over a couple times.”

Orlando was 2-0 against the
Lakers this season. Nelson was
Orlando’s leading scorer in both
those games, averaging 27.5 points.

“I’m a competitor. I want to play,”
Nelson said Tuesday.

ORLANDO, Fla. (AP) — Stan Van
Gundy never wears the champi-
onship ring from Miami’s 2006 title.
He coached the Heat for the first 21
games that season but can’t say for
sure where he put the jewelry.

His best guess is it’s in storage
somewhere collecting dust.

“It really does not mean any-
thing,” the Orlando Magic coach
said.

“I was not part of that,” Van
Gundy said. “I don’t feel a part of
that. I don’t feel any sense of
accomplishment from that at all.”

Van Gundy walked away from the
Heat after a slow start to the
2005-06 season, and Pat Riley
returned to the sideline to lead
Miami to the title.

He arrived in Orlando in 2007
and now has a chance to win a ring
that would mean something to him.
The Magic begin the finals Thursday
night against the Los Angeles
Lakers.

“He talks about winning a cham-
pionship every day,” Magic general
manager Otis Smith said. “So really,
he deserves the credit for raising the
bar, that just getting to the playoffs
is not good enough.”

Van Gundy is four wins away
from his own championship.

One that he will have earned
despite being criticized, questioned
and second-guessed perhaps more
than any successful coach this
season.

Van Gundy’s past (Shaquille
O’Neal) and present (Dwight
Howard) superstar centers have
taken swipes at him. O’Neal called
him the “master of panic,” and
Howard publicly criticized his
coaching strategy.

Van Gundy’s approach is
unorthodox by NBA standards.

He doesn’t wear a tie with his
jacket. His face is often unshaved
and scruffy. He seems to live and die
with each play. He’ll cover his face,
pull his hair, stomp his foot and
scream at players in that high-
pitched tone — which Howard loves
to mock — for even the smallest
detail. Sometimes he’ll do it all on
the same play.

“Me and Stan have had our ups
and downs, but he is a great motiva-
tor,” Howard said. “Even when he’s
yelling and screaming, throughout
all that, he finds a way to put in just
an ounce of something to get us fired
up.”

Rafer Alston’s favorite Van
Gundy moment this season came in
April.

The Magic point guard, who also
played a season under Van Gundy in
Miami, had a late turnover against
Cleveland and was ripped by Van
Gundy on the sideline. The Magic
were blowing out the Cavaliers.

“I said, ‘What could you possibly
be yelling about? We’re up by 40,’”
Alston said, adding that he loves Van
Gundy’s passion.

But in the end, Van Gundy’s
teams win.

Van Gundy seeking title he can call his own

AP FILE PHOTO

Since March 4, 2004, Stan Van Gundy’s
record is 198-90 in regular-season
games, a winning percentage of .688.

FRENCH OPEN

THE ASSOCIATED PRESS

Russia’s Maria Sharapova serves the ball to Slovakia's
Dominika Cibulkova during their quarterfinal match Tuesday
in Paris.

Sharapova dominated
PARIS (AP) — The final

score of Maria Sharapova’s
stunning loss in the French
Open quarterfinals
Tuesday did not look quite
as embarrassing as it near-
ly did: Her opponent led 
6-0, 5-0.

That Sharapova saved a
match point in the 12th
game and wound up delay-
ing her defeat for 15 min-
utes was of no consolation,
of course. All that mattered
was that her bid to com-
plete a career Grand Slam
this year ended when she
was beaten 6-0, 6-2 by
20th-seeded Dominika
Cibulkova.

“I don’t really care
about numbers. It’s either a
‘W’ or an ‘L,’” Sharapova
said, “and I prefer ‘W.’”

All of that time on court
at the French Open, and all
of that time away before it,
finally caught up to her,
resulting in her most lop-
sided loss at a major tour-
nament.

“You can only ask your
body to do so much,” said
Sharapova, who had right
shoulder surgery in
October and had played
four three-set matches at

Roland Garros in her first
major tournament in near-
ly a year. “Everything fell a
little short today. The pace
wasn’t there on my
strokes, and, you know, I
was five steps slower.”

Now the 5-foot-3
Cibulkova faces the current
No. 1, Dinara Safina, who
overcame a shaky start to
defeat No. 9 Victoria
Azarenka of Belarus 1-6,
6-4, 6-2.

Robin Soderling
stretched his career-best
winning streak to eight
matches by easily handling
Nikolay Davydenko 6-1,
6-3, 6-1. Never before a
Grand Slam semifinalist —
or quarterfinalist or even
fourth-round participant
— Soderling will be a
French Open finalist if he
can beat No. 12 Fernando
Gonzalez of Chile.

“I always knew that I
could play really, really
good tennis,” Soderling
said.

Gonzalez, the 2007
Australian Open runner-
up, reached his first semi-
final at Roland Garros with
a 6-3, 3-6, 6-0, 6-4 victo-
ry over No. 3 Andy Murray.

Nelson

~ P U B L I C  N O T I C E ~

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS FOR AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
CAPX2020 HAMPTON-ROCHESTER-LA CROSSE 345-KV TRANSMISSION LINE PROJECT

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Rural Utilities
Service (RUS), Dairyland Power Cooperative and other
CapX2020 utilities invite you to attend a public scoping

meeting to discuss the proposed Hampton-Rochester-La
Crosse 345-kilovolt (kV) transmission system improvement
proposal.

Serving as the lead federal agency, RUS is responsible for
completing any requirements with the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA), including preparing an Environmental Im-
pact Statement (EIS). Dairyland Power Cooperative is request-
ing RUS provide financing for its portion of the proposed
project. The public scoping meetings provide an opportunity for
you to discuss project details with agency and company repre-
sentatives and for your comments to be incorporated into the
planning process and development of an EIS.

RUS will use input provided by government agencies, private
organizations and the public in the preparation of the Draft
EIS, which will be available for review and comments for 45
days. A Final EIS that considers all comments received will
subsequently be prepared.

PROPOSAL
The CapX2020 utilities are proposing to construct a 345 kilo-
volt (kV) electric transmission line and associated facilities be-
tween Hampton and Rochester, Minnesota, and the La Crosse,
Wisconsin area. The proposal includes the proposed 345 kV
transmission line from a substation near Hampton to a pro-
posed substation in north Rochester and to a new or existing
substation near La Crosse. The proposal also includes con-
struction of a new 161-kV transmission line and associated 
facilities in the Rochester area. 

The proposed facilities are needed to improve regional reliabil-
ity, enhance local load serving needs and provide generation
outlet support. CapX2020 is a joint initiative of 11 electric
transmission-owning utilities in Minnesota, Wisconsin and the
surrounding region to expand the electric transmission grid to
meet the increasing demand for power.

Xcel Energy is the lead utility for the proposal. Dairyland Power
Corporation has requested financial assistance from RUS for
Dairyland’s anticipated 11 percent ownership interest in the
proposal. Other anticipated owners of the proposed facilities
include WPPI Energy, Southern Minnesota Municipal Power
Agency, and Rochester Public Utilities. Before the proposal 
can be built, the CapX2020 utilities must obtain approval from
state and federal agencies. Proposal approval also involves
NEPA processes and the NEPA implementation guidance of
RUS.

DOCUMENT AVAILABILITY & REQUESTS 
Two documents have been prepared for the proposal and are available for review
prior to the agency and public scoping meetings in June 2009. The Alternative
Evaluation Study (AES) explains the proposal’s need, discusses the alternative
methods that have been considered to meet that need, and which alternative is
considered the best for fulfilling the need. The Macro Corridor Study (MCS) de-
fines the proposal study area and shows the proposal’s end points. Within the
proposal study area, macro-corridors have been developed based on environ-
mental, engineering, economic, land use and permitting constraints. Both docu-
ments are available at the libraries detailed in the attached list. If you are
interested in receiving copies of either of these documents, please contact
Stephanie.strength@usda.gov or (202) 720-0468.

For more information, please contact:
Stephanie Strength
Environmental Protection Specialist
United States Department of Agriculture
Rural Utilities Service
Engineering and Environmental Staff
1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Stop 1571
Washington, DC 20250-1571
Phone: (202) 720-0468
Email: stephanie.strength@usda.gov

Or, contact Tom Hillstrom or Chuck Thompson at
lacrosseinfo@capx2020.com or 1-800-238-7968
or visit www.capx2020.com for additional project
information and detailed project maps.

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS WILL BE HELD AT THE FOLLOWING LOCATIONS:
June 16
6 – 8 p.m.
Plainview-Elgin-Millville High School
Cafeteria
500 West Broadway 
Plainview, MN 55964

June 17
6 – 8 p.m.
Wanamingo Community Center
401 Main Street
Wanamingo, MN 55983

June 18
6 – 8 p.m.
City of St. Charles 
Community Meeting Room
830 Whitewater Avenue
St. Charles, MN 55972

June 23 
6 – 8 p.m.
La Crescent American Legion
509 North Chestnut 
La Crescent, MN 55947

June 24
6 – 8 p.m.
Centerville/Town of Trempealeau 
Community Center
W24854 State Road 54/93
Galesville, WI 54630

June 25
6 – 8 p.m.
Cochrane-Fountain City High School
S2770 State Road 35 
Fountain City, WI 54629





STATE OF MINNESOTA )

COUNTY OF WINONA )

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

Tess Thruman, being first duly sworn on oath stateS, or affirms, that s/he is the publisher of the newspaper
known as the Winona Daily News, or the publisher’s designated agent, and has full lcnowledge of the facts
stated below:

A. The newspaper has complied with all of the requirements constituting qualification as a qualified
newspaper, as provided by Minn. Stat. §331A.02, §331A.07, and other applicable laws, as amended.
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INVITATION TO PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 
FOR AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

CAPX2020 HAMPTON-ROCHESTER-LA CROSSE 345-KV TRANSMISSION LINE PROJECT

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS WILL BE HELD AT THE FOLLOWING LOCATIONS:

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Rural Utilities Service
(RUS), Dairyland Power Cooperative and other CapX2020 utilities
invite you to attend a public scoping meeting to discuss the pro-
posed Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345-kilovolt (kV) transmission
system improvement proposal.

Serving as the lead federal agency, RUS is responsible for complet-
ing any requirements with the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA), including preparing an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS). Dairyland Power Cooperative is requesting RUS provide 
financing for its portion of the proposed project. The public scoping
meetings provide an opportunity for you to discuss project details
with agency and company representatives and for your comments
to be incorporated into the planning process and development 
of an EIS.

RUS will use input provided by government agencies, private organi-
zations and the public in the preparation of the Draft EIS, which will
be available for review and comments for 45 days. A Final EIS that
considers all comments received will subsequently be prepared.

PROPOSAL
The CapX2020 utilities are proposing to construct a 345 kilovolt
(kV) electric transmission line and associated facilities between
Hampton and Rochester, Minnesota, and the La Crosse, Wisconsin
area. The proposal includes the proposed 345 kV transmission line
from a substation near Hampton to a proposed substation in north
Rochester and to a new or existing substation near La Crosse. The
proposal also includes construction of a new 161-kV transmission
line and associated facilities in the Rochester area. (Detailed 
project map on back.) 

The proposed facilities are needed to improve regional reliability,
enhance local load serving needs and provide generation outlet
support. CapX2020 is a joint initiative of 11 electric transmission-
owning utilities in Minnesota, Wisconsin and the surrounding region
to expand the electric transmission grid to meet the increasing 
demand for power.

June 16
6 – 8 p.m.
Plainview-Elgin-Millville High
School Cafeteria
500 West Broadway 
Plainview, MN 55964

June 17
6 – 8 p.m.
Wanamingo Community Center
401 Main Street
Wanamingo, MN 55983

June 18
6 – 8 p.m.
City of St. Charles 
Community Meeting Room
830 Whitewater Avenue
St. Charles, MN 55972

June 23 
6 – 8 p.m.
La Crescent American Legion
509 North Chestnut 
La Crescent, MN 55947

June 24
6 – 8 p.m.
Centerville/Town of Trempealeau
Community Center
W24854 State Road 54/93
Galesville, WI 54630

June 25
6 – 8 p.m.
Cochrane-Fountain City High School
S2770 State Road 35 
Fountain City, WI 54629

Xcel Energy is the lead utility for the proposal. Dairyland Power 
Corporation has requested financial assistance from RUS for 
Dairyland’s anticipated 11 percent ownership interest in the pro-
posal. Other anticipated owners of the proposed facilities include
WPPI Energy, Southern Minnesota Municipal Power Agency, and
Rochester Public Utilities. Before the proposal can be built, the
CapX2020 utilities must obtain approval from state and federal
agencies. Proposal approval also involves NEPA processes and the
NEPA implementation guidance of RUS.

DOCUMENT AVAILABILITY & REQUESTS 
Two documents have been prepared for the proposal and are 
available for review prior to the agency and public scoping meetings
in June 2009. The Alternative Evaluation Study (AES) explains the 
proposal’s need, discusses the alternative methods that have been
considered to meet that need, and which alternative is considered
the best for fulfilling the need. The Macro Corridor Study (MCS) 
defines the proposal study area and shows the proposal’s end
points. Within the proposal study area, macro-corridors have been
developed based on environmental, engineering, economic, land
use and permitting constraints. Both documents are available at 
the libraries detailed in the attached list. If you are interested in 
receiving copies of either of these documents, please contact
Stephanie.strength@usda.gov or (202) 720-0468.

For more information, please contact:
Stephanie Strength, Environmental Protection Specialist
United States Department of Agriculture, Rural Utilities Service
Engineering and Environmental Staff
1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Stop 1571
Washington, DC 20250-1571
Phone: (202) 720-0468
Email: stephanie.strength@usda.gov

Or, contact Tom Hillstrom or Chuck Thompson at
lacrosseinfo@capx2020.com or 1-800-238-7968 or visit
www.capx2020.com for additional project information and 
detailed project maps.

Detailed project map on back.
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United States Department of Agriculture 
Rural Development 

Washington, DC 
 

Committed to the future of rural communities. 
 

“USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer and lender.” 
To file a complaint of discrimination write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, S.W.,  

Washington, DC 20250-9410 or call (800)795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). 

 
 

May 29, 2009 
 
First Last 
Title  
Agency 
Address 
City, State Zip 
 
Subject: Proposed Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission System 

Improvement Project 
Agency and Public Scoping Meetings Notification  

 
Dear Sir or Madam: 
 
The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Rural Utilities Service (RUS), Dairyland 
Power Cooperative, and other CapX2020 utilities are holding agency and public scoping 
meetings to discuss the proposed Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345 kilovolt (kV) 
Transmission System Improvement Project (the Proposal). Serving as the lead Federal 
agency, RUS is responsible for compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA).  The agency scoping meeting provides an opportunity for you to discuss project 
details with RUS acting as the lead agency for NEPA compliance, and utility 
representatives. Comments received will be incorporated into the planning process and 
used to develop the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).    
  
The purpose of this letter is to invite you to upcoming agency and public scoping 
meetings and to notify you of the upcoming Federal Register Notice of Intent (NOI) to 
prepare an EIS. 
 
Description of Proposal 
 
CapX2020 is a joint initiative of 11 electric transmission-owning utilities in Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, and the surrounding region to expand the electric transmission grid to meet 
the increasing demand for power. The proposed facilities are needed to improve 
regional reliability, enhance local load serving needs, and provide generation outlet 
support. Xcel Energy Inc., acting as operating companies Northern States Power 
Company, a Minnesota corporation (NSPM), and Northern States Power Company, a 
Wisconsin corporation (NSPW) (collectively, Xcel Energy) is the lead utility for the 
Proposal. Dairyland has requested financial assistance from the RUS for its 
anticipated 11 percent ownership interest. Other anticipated owners of the 
proposed facilities include WPPI Energy, Southern Minnesota Municipal Power Agency 
(SMMPA), and Rochester Public Utilities (RPU). 
 



 

The CapX2020 utilities listed above are proposing to construct a 345 kV electric 
transmission line and associated facilities between Hampton, Minnesota; Rochester, 
Minnesota; and the La Crosse, Wisconsin area. The Proposal includes the 345 kV 
transmission line from a substation near Hampton, Minnesota, to a proposed new 
substation in north Rochester, to a new or existing substation near La Crosse, 
Wisconsin, in addition to the construction of new 161-kV transmission lines and 
associated facilities in the Rochester, Minnesota area.   
 
Document Availability & Requests 
 
In preparation for scoping, the CapX2020 utilities have prepared two documents to 
support the Proposal. These two documents are intended to provide agencies and the 
public with a general understanding of the proposed project.  The Alternative Evaluation 
Study (AES) explains the Proposal’s need, discusses the alternative methods that have 
been considered to meet that need, and which alternative is considered the best for 
fulfilling the need.  The Macro Corridor Study (MCS) defines the study area and shows 
the Proposal’s end points.  Within the study area, macro-corridors have been developed 
based on environmental, engineering, economic, land use, and permitting constraints.  
These documents will be available for review prior to the agency and public scoping 
meetings to be held in June 2009. Please refer to the NOI in the Federal Register 
(http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis).htm for a list of repositories where the 
documents will be available for review, or if you are interested in receiving copies of 
either of these documents please contact Stephanie.Strength@usda.gov or 202-720-
0468.These documents will also be posted on the RUS website at 
http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm. 
 
Agency Scoping and Public Scoping Meetings 
 
You are invited to attend agency and public scoping meetings at the locations listed 
below:  
 
Agency Scoping Meetings: 
 
Location Address Date and Time 
Wanamingo, MN Wanamingo 

Community Center 
401 Main Street 

Wanamingo, MN 55983 

June 17, 2009 
 
10 - 12pm 

La Crosse, WI  Radisson Hotel La Crosse 
200 Harborview Plaza 
La Crosse, WI 54601 

June 23, 2009 
 
10 - 12pm 

 



 

Public Scoping Meetings: 
 
Location Address Date and Time 
Plainview, MN Plainview-Elgin-Millville  

High School Cafeteria 
500 West Broadway  
Plainview, MN 55964 

June 16, 2009  
 
6 - 8pm 

Wanamingo, MN Wanamingo  
Community Center 
401 Main Street 

Wanamingo, MN 55983 

June 17, 2009  
 
6 - 8pm 

St. Charles, MN City of St. Charles 
Community Meeting Room 
830 Whitewater Avenue 
St. Charles, MN 55972 

June 18, 2009  
 
6 - 8pm 

La Crescent, MN La Crescent 
American Legion 

509 North Chestnut  
La Crescent, MN 55947 

June 23, 2009  
 
6 - 8pm 

 Galesville, WI Centerville/ Town of 
Trempealeau Community 

Center 
W24854 State Rd. 54/93 

Galesville, WI 54630 

June 24, 2009  
 
6 - 8pm 

Fountain City, WI Cochrane-Fountain City    
High School 

S2770 State Road 35  
Fountain City, WI  54629 

June 25, 2009  
 
6 - 8pm 

 
We appreciate the opportunity to discuss the Proposal and address any of your 
questions or concerns. To RSVP to an agency scoping meeting with the project team, 
please contact Stephanie.Strength@usda.gov or 202-720-0468. We look forward to your 
participation in the process.  
 
Thank you, 

MARK S. PLANK 
Director, Engineering and Environmental Staff 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Additional Project Contacts: 
 
Chuck Thompson  
Manager, Siting and Regulatory Affairs 
Dairyland Power Cooperative 
P.O. Box 9437 
Minneapolis, MN 55440-9437 
800-787-1432 
lacrosseinfo@capx2020.com 
 
Tom Hillstrom 
Routing Lead 
Xcel Energy 
P.O. Box 9437 
Minneapolis, MN 55440-9437 
800-787-1432 
lacrosseinfo@capx2020.com 
 
 



First Name Last Name Title Agency Name
Eastern States Office Bureau of Land Management

Marcia Sieckman Supervisor, Natural Resources Bureau of Land Management, Milwaukee Field Office
Larry  Morrin Acting Director Bureau of Indian Affairs, Minneapolis Area Office
Joel  Smith Acting Director Bureau of Indian Affairs, Minnesota Agency
Seth Kirshenberg Executive Director Energy Communities Alliance
Duane Castaldi Region V Regional Management Center Federal Emergency Management Agency
Jo Ann Kyral National Park Service
Glendon Deal Engineering and Environmental Staff Director Rural Utilities Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture
Kevin Baumgard Assistant Chair of Operations Division U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Tamara Cameron Regulatory Branch Lead Project Mgr. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Jeff DeLellan Project Manager U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Jeff Gulan Locks & Dams U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Dan Krumholz Operations Manager U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Paul Machajewski Channel Maintenance Coordinator U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Bill Meier Channel Maintanence Coordinator U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Dick Otto Operations Manager U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Steve Tapp Channels & Harbors Operations Manager U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Lisa J. Lund River Resources Forum U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
David Studenski U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Kelley Dentrey Chief U.S. Coast Guard
Lloyd Lorenzi U.S. Dept. of Energy
Carol Borstrom Director of NEPA Policy Compliance U.S. Dept. of Energy
Timothy Walz Minnesota District 01 Representative United States Congress
John Kline Minnesota District 02 Representative United States Congress
Erik Paulsen Minnesota District 03 Representative United States Congress
Betty  McCollum Minnesota District 04 Representative United States Congress
Keith Ellison Minnesota District 05 Representative United States Congress
Michele Bachmann Minnesota District 06 Representative United States Congress
Ron Kind Wisconsin District 03 Representative United States Congress
David Obey Wisconsin District 07 Representative United States Congress
Barry Worthington Executive Director United States Energy Association
Amy Klobuchar United States Senator for Minnesota United States Senate

United States Senator for Minnesota United States Senate
Herbert Kohl United States Senator for Wisconsin United States Senate
Russ Feingold United States Senator for Wisconsin United States Senate
Norman  Niedergang Regional Administrator, Deputy, Acting U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 5



First Name Last Name Title Agency Name
Barbara Britton USDA Rural Utilities Service
James Fortner Environmental Compliance Manager USDA, Farm Service Agency
Mark Planck Director USDA, Rural Utilities Services 
Gary Wege Biologist U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Mary  Stefanski U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Bill  Thrune U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Vickie  Hirschboeck Trempealeau National Wildlife Refuge U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Laurie Fairchild Biologist U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Don Hultman Refuge Manager, Upper Miss. River Nat'l WildlifeU.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Rudie  Spitzer Area 7 Director Area 7 (Winona ) Soil & Water Conservation District
Mary Liz Holberg District 36A House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Tara Mack District 37A House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Phillip Sterner District 37B House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Sandra Masin District 38A House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Mike Obermueller District 38B House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Rick  Hansen District 39A House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Joe Atkins District 39B House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Will Morgan District 40A House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Sharon Erickson Ropes District 31 Senator Minnesota State Senate
Kevin Dahle District 25 Senator Minnesota State Senate
Dick Day District 26 Senator Minnesota State Senate
Steve Murphy District 28 Senator Minnesota State Senate
Dave Senjem District 29 Senator Minnesota State Senate
Ann Lynch District 30 Senator Minnesota State Senate
Pat Pariseau District 36 Senator Minnesota State Senate
Chris Gerlach District 37 Senator Minnesota State Senate
Jim Carlson District 38 Senator Minnesota State Senate
James Metzen District 39 Senator Minnesota State Senate
John  Doll District 40 Senator Minnesota State Senate
Michael Sullivan Environmental Quality Board
Pat Garofalo District 36B House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Greg  Davids District 31B House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Meg Otten Chair, Board of Directors Mill Towns State Trail
Jim Haertel Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources
Britta Bloomberg Minnesota Historical Society
Norm Coleman United States Senator‐Minnesota



First Name Last Name Title Agency Name
Sheryl Corrigan Commissioner Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
Susan Heffron Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
Norman Senjem Rochester Office Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
Perry Aasness State Executive Director Minnesota State Farm Service Agency
Kathleen Roer Chair Minnesota Board of Water & Soil Resources
Gene Hugoson Commissioner Minnesota Department of Agriculture
Bob Patton Minnesota Department of Agriculture
Glenn Wilson Commissioner Minnesota Department of Commerce
Sharon Ferguson Docket Coordinator Minnesota Department of Commerce
Jeff Freeman Minnesota Public Facilities Authority Minnesota Department of Employment & Economic Development
Douglas Benson Minnesota Department of Health
Sanne Magnan Commissioner Minnesota Department of Health
Tony Lorusso Executive Director Minnesota Department of Trade & Economic Development
Michael Campion Commissioner Minnesota Dept of Public Safety
Adam Sokolsky Minnesota Department of Commerce
Elaine Feikema Park Manager, Nerstrand Big Woods Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
Scot Johnson Hydrologist Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
Joe Kurcinka Regional Director Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
Matthew Langan Environmental Planner Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
Gene Merriam Commissioner Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
Courtland Nelson Director Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
Rebecca Wooder Waters Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
Dick Lambert Ports & Waterways Minnesota Department of Transportation
Tod Sherman Minnesota Department of Transportation
Gerald Larson Minnesota Department of Transportation, District 6
Chris Moates Planning Director Minnesota Department of Transportation, District 6
Carol Molnau Commissioner Minnesota Department of Transportation, District 6
Scott Ek Minnesota DOC

State Historic Preservation Office Minnesota Historical Society
Britta Bloomberg Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer Minnesota Historical Society
Judy Mader Water Quality Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
Placida Venegas Policy & Planning Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
David Boyd Chair Minnesota Public Utilities Commission
Bob Cupit Energy Facilites Permitting Minnesota Public Utilities Commission
Tricia DeBleeckere Minnesota Public Utilities Commission
Bob Cupit Minnesota Public Utilities Commission



First Name Last Name Title Agency Name
Peter Waskiw District 6 Minnesota Department of Transportation
Art Dunn Director Office of Environmental Assistance
Matthew Grosser Office of Senate Counsel & Research
Tim Pawlenty Governor Office of the Governor
Randy  Demmer District 29A House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Kim Norton District 29B House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Tina  Liebling District 30A House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Terry Helbig Park Manager RJD Memorial Hardwood Forest
Jacqui Cavanagh Senate Counsel Research and Fiscal Analysis Office, Minnesota Senate
Linda Dahle Executive Director Southeast Minnesota Water Resources Board
Patti  Fritz District 26B House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Kory Kath District 26A House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Tim Kelley District 28A House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Andy Welti District 30B House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Gary Barvels Park Manager Whitewater State Park
Gene Pelowski Jr. District 31A House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Steve Drazkowski District 28B House Representative Minnesota House of Representatives
Randal Larson Economic Development Planner Mississippi River Regional Planning Commission
B. Jancik Mississippi Valley Archaeology Center UW‐La Crosse
Jim  Doyle Governor Office of the Governor
Scott Cullen Chief Engineer Public Service Commission of Wisconsin
Bill  Fannucchi Public Service Commission of Wisconsin
Cheryl Laatsch Water Mgt. Specialist, WDNR Office of Energy
Tom  Lovejoy Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
Nick Schaff Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
Ron Benjamin Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
Gretchen  Benjamin Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
Greg  Edge Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
Dave Siebert Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
Ron Lichtie Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
Craig Thompson Regional Land Leader Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
Joe Olson Director- SW Region Wisconsin Department of Transportation
Don Gutkowski Director- NW Region Wisconsin Department of Transportation
Jerry Chasteen Director West Central Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission
Gretchen Benjamin Mississippi River Team Leader Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
David Siebert Director Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources



First Name Last Name Title Agency Name
Chris Danou Representative ‐ 91st Assembly District Wisconsin State Legislature
Kitty Rhoades Representative ‐ 30th Assembly District Wisconsin State Legislature
Jennifer Shilling Representative ‐ 95th Assembly District Wisconsin State Legislature
Kathleen Vinehout Senator ‐ 31st Senate District Wisconsin State Legislature
Dan  Kapanke Senator ‐32nd Senate District Wisconsin State Legislature
Sheila Harsdorf Senator ‐10th Senate District Wisconsin State Legislature
John Murtha Representative ‐ 29th Assembly District Wisconsin State Legislature
Jeff Smith Representative ‐ 93rd Assembly District Wisconsin State Legislature
Michael Huebsch Representative ‐ 94th Assembly District Wisconsin State Legislature
Brian Nicholls Treasurer Wisconsin Archeological Society
Susan Burleigh Community Outreach-Preparedness Wisconsin Emergency Management Agency
Ellsworth Brown Society Director Wisconsin Historical Society
Jim Draeger Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer Wisconsin Historical Society
Sandy Chalmers Acting State Executive Director Wisconsin State FSA Office
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United States Department of Agriculture 
Rural Development 

Washington, DC 
 

Committed to the future of rural communities. 
 

“USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer and lender.” 
To file a complaint of discrimination write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, S.W.,  

Washington, DC 20250-9410 or call (800)795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). 

 
 

May 29, 2009 
 
First Last 
Title  
Agency 
Address 
City, State Zip 
 
Subject: Proposed Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission System 

Improvement Project 
Agency and Public Scoping Meetings Notification  

 
Dear Sir or Madam: 
 
The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Rural Utilities Service (RUS), Dairyland 
Power Cooperative, and other CapX2020 utilities are holding agency and public scoping 
meetings to discuss the proposed Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345 kilovolt (kV) 
Transmission System Improvement Project (the Proposal). Serving as the lead Federal 
agency, RUS is responsible for compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA).  The agency scoping meeting provides an opportunity for you to discuss project 
details with RUS acting as the lead agency for NEPA compliance, and utility 
representatives. Comments received will be incorporated into the planning process and 
used to develop the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).    
  
The purpose of this letter is to invite you to upcoming agency and public scoping 
meetings and to notify you of the upcoming Federal Register Notice of Intent (NOI) to 
prepare an EIS. 
 
Description of Proposal 
 
CapX2020 is a joint initiative of 11 electric transmission-owning utilities in Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, and the surrounding region to expand the electric transmission grid to meet 
the increasing demand for power. The proposed facilities are needed to improve 
regional reliability, enhance local load serving needs, and provide generation outlet 
support. Xcel Energy Inc., acting as operating companies Northern States Power 
Company, a Minnesota corporation (NSPM), and Northern States Power Company, a 
Wisconsin corporation (NSPW) (collectively, Xcel Energy) is the lead utility for the 
Proposal. Dairyland has requested financial assistance from the RUS for its 
anticipated 11 percent ownership interest. Other anticipated owners of the 
proposed facilities include WPPI Energy, Southern Minnesota Municipal Power Agency 
(SMMPA), and Rochester Public Utilities (RPU). 
 



 

The CapX2020 utilities listed above are proposing to construct a 345 kV electric 
transmission line and associated facilities between Hampton, Minnesota; Rochester, 
Minnesota; and the La Crosse, Wisconsin area. The Proposal includes the 345 kV 
transmission line from a substation near Hampton, Minnesota, to a proposed new 
substation in north Rochester, to a new or existing substation near La Crosse, 
Wisconsin, in addition to the construction of new 161-kV transmission lines and 
associated facilities in the Rochester, Minnesota area.   
 
Document Availability & Requests 
 
In preparation for scoping, the CapX2020 utilities have prepared two documents to 
support the Proposal. These two documents are intended to provide agencies and the 
public with a general understanding of the proposed project. The Alternative Evaluation 
Study (AES) explains the Proposal’s need, discusses the alternative methods that have 
been considered to meet that need, and which alternative is considered the best for 
fulfilling the need.  The Macro Corridor Study (MCS) defines the study area and shows 
the Proposal’s end points.  Within the study area, macro-corridors have been developed 
based on environmental, engineering, economic, land use, and permitting constraints.  
These documents will be available for review prior to the agency and public scoping 
meetings to be held in June 2009. Please refer to the NOI in the Federal Register 
(http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm) for a list of repositories where the 
documents will be available for review, or if you are interested in receiving copies of 
either of these documents please contact Stephanie.Strength@usda.gov or 202-720-
0468. These documents will also be posted on the RUS website at 
http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm. 
 
Low Income and Minority Population Notification 
 
The RUS would like to extend special notice if disproportionately high or adverse 
environmental or human health effects to identifiable low income and minority 
populations are anticipated by local officials.  These populations can be identified 
through Census Bureau demographic data.  It may be necessary to contact these groups 
of people directly by publishing notices in a second language, or providing a translator at 
the public meetings.  If you are aware of any low income or minority populations in the 
project area that may be subject to disproportionately high or adverse environmental or 
human health effects please notify us and provide contact suggestions.  RUS can make 
arrangements to contact the populations directly. 
 
Agency and Public Scoping Meetings 
 
You are invited to attend agency and public scoping meetings at the locations listed 
below:   
 

mailto:.Strength@usda.gov�


 

Agency Scoping Meetings: 
 
Location Address Date and Time 
Wanamingo, MN Wanamingo  

Community Center 
401 Main Street 

Wanamingo, MN 55983 

June 17, 2009 
 
10 - 12pm 

La Crosse, WI Radisson Hotel La Crosse 
200 Harborview Plaza 
La Crosse, WI 54601 

June 23, 2009 
 
 10 - 12pm 

 
Public Scoping Meetings: 
 
Location Address Date and Time 
Plainview, MN Plainview-Elgin-Millville  

High School Cafeteria 
500 West Broadway  
Plainview, MN 55964 

June 16, 2009  
 
6 - 8pm 

Wanamingo, MN Wanamingo  
Community Center 
401 Main Street 

Wanamingo, MN 55983 

June 17, 2009  
 
6 - 8pm 

St. Charles, MN City of St. Charles 
Community Meeting Room 
830 Whitewater Avenue 
St. Charles, MN 55972 

June 18, 2009  
 
6 - 8pm 

La Crescent, MN La Crescent 
American Legion 

509 North Chestnut  
La Crescent, MN 55947 

June 23, 2009  
 
6 - 8pm 

 Galesville, WI Centerville/ Town of 
Trempealeau Community 

Center 
W24854 State Rd. 54/93 

Galesville, WI 54630 

June 24, 2009  
 
6 - 8pm 

Fountain City, WI Cochrane-Fountain City    
High School 

S2770 State Road 35  
Fountain City, WI  54629 

June 25, 2009  
 
6-8pm 

 



 

We appreciate the opportunity to discuss the Proposal and address any of your 
questions or concerns. To RSVP to an agency scoping meeting with the project team, 
please contact Stephanie.Strength@wdc.usda.gov or 202-720-0468. We look forward to 
your participation in the process.  
 
Thank you, 

MARK S. PLANK 
Director, Engineering and Environmental Staff 
 
 
 
 
Additional Project Contacts: 
Chuck Thompson  
Manager, Siting and Regulatory Affairs 
Dairyland Power Cooperative 
P.O. Box 9437 
Minneapolis, MN 55440-9437 
800-787-1432 
lacrosseinfo@capx2020.com 
 
Tom Hillstrom 
Routing Lead 
Xcel Energy 
P.O. Box 9437 
Minneapolis, MN 55440-9437 
800-787-1432 
lacrosseinfo@capx2020.com  
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United States Department of Agriculture 
Rural Development 

Washington, DC 
June 11, 2009 
 
 
 
 
RE: Proposed Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345 kV Transmission System 
 Minnesota and Wisconsin 
 
Dear  
 
The Rural Utilities Service (RUS) has received an application for financial assistance 
from Dairyland, one of the partner utilities of CapX2020, for the construction of a 345 kV 
electric transmission line and associated facilities to connect Hampton and Rochester, 
Minnesota with the La Crosse Wisconsin area. CapX2020 is a joint initiative of eleven 
electric transmission-owning utilities in Minnesota, Wisconsin and the surrounding 
region to expand the grid to meet the increasing demand for power. Dairyland 
anticipates an eleven percent ownership interest in the referenced proposal.  
 
The application under consideration by RUS includes construction of a 345 kV 
transmission line connecting from a substation near Hampton, Minnesota, to a proposed 
new substation in north Rochester and ending at a new or existing substation near La 
Crosse, Wisconsin, in addition to the construction of new 161 kV transmission lines and 
associated facilities in the Rochester, Minnesota area. Dairyland, as well as the other 
CapX2020 utilities, believe the proposed facilities are needed to improve regional 
reliability, enhance local load serving needs, and provide generation outlet support. 
 
RUS is considering funding this application, thereby making the proposal an 
undertaking subject to review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act (NHPA), 16 U.S.C. § 470f, and its implementing regulations, “Protection of Historic 
Properties” (36 CFR Part 800). The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) is 
considering issuance of a permit under Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act for this 
proposal to cross the Mississippi River, thereby making it an undertaking subject to 
Section 106 review. The USACE has agreed that RUS will be the lead federal agency 
for the purposes of Section 106 review in accordance with 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2). RUS 
also is the lead federal agency responsible for compliance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). As such, RUS will coordinate compliance with 
Section 106 and its implementing procedures with the steps taken to satisfy its NEPA 
requirements.  
 
To meet RUS requirements and provide general baseline information to support NEPA 
and Section 106 reviews, the CapX2020 utilities have prepared two documents. The 
Alternative Evaluation Study (AES) explains the need for the proposal, discusses the 
alternatives that have been considered to meet that need, and establishes the 
alternative that the CapX2020 utilities believe will best meet that need. In addition to the 



 
 

United States Department of Agriculture 
Rural Development 

Washington, DC 

Committed to the future of rural communities. 
 

“USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer and lender.” 
To file a complaint of discrimination write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, S.W.,  

Washington, DC 20250-9410 or call (800)795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). 

AES, the CapX2020 utilities prepared a Macro Corridor Study (MCS) which describes 
the macro corridors that have been developed based on environmental, engineering, 
economic, land use, and permitting constraints. These documents along with the views 
of agencies, consulting parties, tribes, and the public will inform RUS’s decision 
regarding which alternatives to carry forward to analysis in the Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS). For an electronic version of these documents you may go to 
http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm, or if you are interested in receiving copies of 
either of these documents please contact the RUS project manager, Stephanie Strength 
at 202-720-0468 or at Stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.  
 
Based on the MCS the following counties could be affected by this proposal – in 
Minnesota, Goodhue, Rice, Dakota, Winona, Wabasha, Olmsted, Dodge, and Houston; 
and in Wisconsin, Buffalo, Trempealeau, and La Crosse. As currently defined by RUS, 
the area of potential effects (APE) for the referenced undertaking includes a broad area 
encompassed by the macro corridors described in the MCS. RUS will refine the scope 
of the APE as Section 106 review proceeds and more specific information is gathered 
about likely effects to historic properties. 
 
In 2008, the CapX2020 utilities conducted a background study to assess the likelihood 
for historic properties to be identified in the APE. A copy of this report can be made 
available upon request. Additional study of the APE is planned for the summer 2009. 
Because the alternatives to be considered consist of corridors and large land areas, 
RUS will phase the identification and evaluation of historic properties, and the 
application of the criteria of adverse effect, in accordance with 36 CFR § 800.4(b)(2) 
and § 800.5(a)(3). Accordingly, RUS proposes to conclude Section 106 review with a 
Programmatic Agreement (PA) so that it may defer these steps until after a specific 
alignment has been selected. 
 
By letter dated [provide date] to [name of the tribal leader], RUS invited the [name of the 
tribe] to participate in government-to-government consultation for the referenced 
undertaking. Please advise RUS in writing as soon as possible if the [name of the tribe] 
will participate in consultation so that your concerns and recommendations may be 
considered as early as possible in project development. If the [name of the tribe] 
decides to participate, a copy of the background survey will be sent to you for review. I 
ask that you provide RUS with your written comments on this study within thirty days of 
receipt. RUS is particularly interested in information that you might provide about 
historic properties to which your tribe attaches of religious and cultural significance that 
might be affected by this proposal, and recommendations about what steps should be 
taken to identify such historic properties. Your decision about consultation and 
recommendations should be sent to Stephanie Strength at 1400 Independence Avenue, 
SW, Mail Stop 1571, Room 2244, Washington, D.C. 20250-1571 or via email to 
Stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov. 
 



 
 

United States Department of Agriculture 
Rural Development 

Washington, DC 

Committed to the future of rural communities. 
 

“USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer and lender.” 
To file a complaint of discrimination write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, S.W.,  

Washington, DC 20250-9410 or call (800)795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). 

In order to get more information about this proposal, RUS also is inviting the [name of 
the tribe] to attend any of the following agency and public scoping meetings. RUS 
requests that you notify Stephanie Strength at Stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov in 
advance if you plan to attend an agency scoping meeting. 
 
Agency Scoping Meetings: 
 
Location Address Date and Time 
Wanamingo, MN Wanamingo Community Center 

401 Main Street 
Wanamingo, MN 55983 

June 17, 2009 
 
10 - 12pm 

La Crosse, WI Radisson Hotel La Crosse 
200 Harborview Plaza 
La Crosse, WI 54601 

June 23, 2009 
 
10 - 12pm 

 
Public Scoping Meetings: 
 
Location Address Date and Time 
Plainview, MN Plainview-Elgin-Millville  

High School Cafeteria 
500 West Broadway  
Plainview, MN 55964 

June 16, 2009  
 
6 - 8pm 

Wanamingo, MN Wanamingo Community Center 
401 Main Street 

Wanamingo, MN 55983 

June 17, 2009  
 
6 - 8pm 

St. Charles, MN City of St. Charles 
Community Meeting Room 

830 Whitewater Avenue 
St. Charles, MN 55972 

June 18, 2009  
 
6 - 8pm 

La Crescent, MN La Crescent 
American Legion 

509 North Chestnut  
La Crescent, MN 55947 

June 23, 2009  
 
6 - 8pm 

 Galesville, WI Centerville/Town of Trempealeau 
Community Center 

W24854 State Rd. 54/93 
Galesville, WI 54630 

June 24, 2009  
 
6 - 8pm 

Fountain City, WI Cochrane-Fountain City High School 
S2770 State Road 35  

Fountain City, WI  54629 

June 25, 2009  
 
6 - 8pm 
 

 
RUS is hopeful that the [name of the tribe] will work directly with the CapX2020 utilities 
and their representatives as review under Section 106 proceeds. Should you have any 
questions or require additional information, please contact Stephanie Strength at 202-



 
 

United States Department of Agriculture 
Rural Development 

Washington, DC 

Committed to the future of rural communities. 
 

“USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer and lender.” 
To file a complaint of discrimination write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, S.W.,  

Washington, DC 20250-9410 or call (800)795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). 

720-0468 or via email at Stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov. RUS appreciates your 
attention to this matter.  
 
Should you have any questions or require additional information, please contact me at 
202-720-1649. RUS appreciates your attention to this matter. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Mark S. Plank, Director 
Engineering and Environmental Staff 
Water and Environmental Programs 
 
cc: Stephanie Strength 
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Appendix F.  
Public Scoping Meeting Sign-In  
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Appendix G.  
Public Scoping Meeting Materials 
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HOW ROUTES ARE DEVELOPED

Hampton - Rochester  - La Crosse 345 kV Transmission Project

Step 1: Preliminary corridor development
Corridors were initially identified for the Minnesota Certificate of Need 
(CN) process and further refined to preliminary macro-corridors. Corridor 
development criteria included:  

Proximity to existing transmission and transportation corridors 
Homes and residential communities
Compliance with regulations related to crossing the Mississippi River
Minimizing environmental and land use impacts
Public, stakeholder, and agency input 
Electrical system planning standards

Step 2: Macro-corridor refinement and route options
Preliminary macro-corridors were refined based on field surveys, public 
and agency input, an environmental resource review, and an opportunities 
and constraints analysis.  To develop route options, existing linear features 
(e.g., utility and road right-of-way, property boundaries, field lines) were 
maximized and potential impacts to homes, agriculture, and sensitive 
environmental resources were minimized.

Step 3: Final macro-corridors and refined route options
Continued development of route options was based on public input and 
agency coordination, field verification, and additional data collection. The 
following steps were conducted: 

A comparative analysis was performed to identify route options with 
fewer potential impacts
Route options were eliminated, added, or refined
Macro-corridors were finalized based on route refinement and public 
and agency comment

Next steps: Final route options
The next steps involve identifying routes for evaluation in the federal 
and state permitting processes, considering public and agency scoping 
comments, and performing additional analysis. These activities will result in:

Proposed action and associated alternatives for the NEPA process
Preferred and alternative routes for the Minnesota Route Permit 
application
Alternative routes for the Wisconsin Certificate of Public Convenience 
and Necessity application
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Step 3 (Spring 2009)

Routing a transmission line involves mapping resources, identifying opportunities and constraints and 
evaluating alternatives. Potential routes for the Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345 kilovolt transmission line 

were identified through macro-corridor development.



PROJEC T CORRIDORS & ROUTE OPTIONS

Hampton - Rochester  - La Crosse 345 kV Transmission Project
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Hampton Area  Public Comment
-   Avoid the Prairie Island Indian Community and the wetlands on their land 
-   Avoid Nerstrand Woods
-   Avoid livestock operations south of Redwing, near Warsaw, MN
-   Consider a shared transportation and energy corridor that follows I-90 and Highway 52 north
-   The new transmission lines should follow Highway 19 east and west in Northfield, and north and                                 
south along Highway 56 or Highway 52
-   Poor location of existing poles makes farming land along Hwy 52 a big problem.  Not enough space to allow 
our equipment between ditch and pole, therefore it becomes weed-infested
-   East side of Hwy 52 is residential; West side is less densly polulated and easier to access
-   60 years ago, the poles were smaller on Hwy 60 between Kenyon and Wanamingo, now larger machinery 
prevents farming
-   Reroute project next to existing  road ROWs in Corridor Segment E
-   Do not route on Hwy 57
-   City of Hampton prefers route to follow east city limits, or east of Hwy 52 in agricultural lands

Rochester Area  Public Comment
-   Avoid very quickly growing development on the north side of Rochester 
-   Avoid corridor to the east of Rochester, below 100th street
-   Avoid Byron High School and the new bike path they are installing
-   Avoid interference with radio signals, especially in the Timber Ridge development, in Olmstead county, near 
the 161 kV going into Chester Station
-   Avoid sensitive resources in Evergreen Acres including:
      o  The Minnesota Land Trust and one of the largest preserved areas in Minnesota
      o  A broad range of natural land features  
      o  Non fragmented, critical habitat for wildlife and vegetation
      o  Wildlife preservation areas, and rare, endangered, and protected species 
      o  Nesting and migrating habitat for endangered bird species
      o  160 native bird species 
      o  Bald Eagles' roosting and nesting habitat
      o  High biodiversity and high quality wildlife habitat
      o  A corridor for floodplain forest plants and animals to move along the Zumbro River 
      o  The only stands of mature white pine in Southern Minnesota
      o  The Frank’s Ford Bridge, a historic bridge included in the National Register of Historic Monments
      o  Native American sites 
      o  Uncommon native plant communities including deciduous woodlands and savannahs 
characterized as Oak Forest- mesic type, Maple-Basswood Forest, and Floodplain forest  
-   Share corridors with the DM&E railroad in the Rochester area  
-   Use Highway 52 and the Douglas trail, abandoned railway as routing opportunities
-   Avoid a new school being built in Pine island, located at County road 3 and county road 5
-   Seek alternative routes north of Olmstead county, between Pine Island and Zumbrota; land north of Zum-
brota; or land between northern Oronoco and Pine Island  
-   A corridor could run north of Zumbrota and Zumbro Falls or North of Pine Island and due east of Highway 52 
between 490th Street and 500th Street  
-   A corridor could route south of Rochester, or north or south of Evergreen Acres
-   Use existing transmission lines running to Byron and then east on State Highway 14 as routing options
-   Avoid the floodplain areas on Douglas trail; especially from Zumbro River, near County Road 3 to Douglas, 
MN
-   Avoid wetlands and floodplains near the Zumbro River
-   Route the new transmission lines north of Olmstead County Road 12
-   If the 345kV corridor remains in Evergreen Acres it should cross the Zumbro River at the 75th street bridge or 
at the bridge located on CO Rd 12 at Sandy Point
-   The two 161kV lines could go south along 18th avenue and Highway 63 in Rochester, MN
-   Consider routing one 161 kV SE though the fields to Highway 63, then south, and the other should follow 
Highway 52 south into Rochester
-   Consider a shared transportation and energy corridor that follows I-90 and Highway 52
-   South of Hwy 52 in Pine Island area, the Elk Run development should be avoided
-   Beware of Grasslands north and east of Rochester, and south of 100th St near 18th Ave
-   Reroute project through less populated areas near Rochester
-   Consider using a corridor north of Lake Zumbro to avoid congested areas to the South
    

-   Follow existing transmission line river crossing from Alma, WI to La Crosse, WI
-   Avoid Whitewater State Park and the natural habitat areas 

Alma Area  Public Comment

-   Avoid floodplains in Winona, MN
-   Avoid the Federally designated scenic byway, Apple Blossom Scenic Drive, in Winona County
-   Consider a shared transportation and energy corridor that follows I-90 and Highway 52 north
 

Winona Area  Public Comment

-   Avoid crossing the Trempealeau National Wildlife Refuge with the transmission line because it’s an important 
flyway and bird migration corridor, the large towers threaten to kill birds by collision
-   Avoid economic impacts to the tourism economy in the area, by avoiding crossing the Trempealeau National 
Wildlife Refuge a scenic river valley
-   Prefer the Le Crescent river crossing because it’s not within the Trempealeau National Wildlife Refuge
-   Avoid Trempealeau, WI with the transmission line because the effects to the scenic beauty
-   Consider a shared transportation and energy corridor that follows I-90 and Highway 52 north
-   Avoid Fieldstone Terrace, town of Holland, Wisconsin
-   Follow FAA part 77.25 when dealing with clearance/approach areas of airport at Amsterdam Prairie Road and 
Hanson Drive
-   Routes should be far away from LaCrescent ; consider routing near brownsville, MN
-   Avoid Kipp State Park, Apple Blossom Drive, Trempealeau Wildlife Refuge and Onalaska Lake areas

OTHER Public Comment
-   Consider including the Lake City, MN area in the transmission upgrade to support growing development of 
homes, industry, and to decrease the amount of black outs

La Crosse Area  Public Comment
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Map Comments by AreaMap Comments by Area

  WINONA AREA COMMENTS WINONA AREA COMMENTS 
  1  Future Rural Residential  1  Future Rural Residential
  2  CRP Land  2  CRP Land
  3-4  Annexation Area  3-4  Annexation Area
  5  Proposed Mixed Use  5  Proposed Mixed Use
  6  Annexation by Goodview  6  Annexation by Goodview
  7  Daley Dairy Farm  7  Daley Dairy Farm
  8  Natural Gas Pipeline  8  Natural Gas Pipeline
  9  Arches RR Bridge and Farmer's Park  9  Arches RR Bridge and Farmer's Park
10  Expansion Plans, Height?10  Expansion Plans, Height?
11  WI Trail System, 35 Trail11  WI Trail System, 35 Trail
12  Bridge [Illegible]12  Bridge [Illegible]
13  Not Right, Lost River Itself13  Not Right, Lost River Itself
14  Annexation by Goodview14  Annexation by Goodview
15  Dike Bike Trail15  Dike Bike Trail
16  Industrial16  Industrial
17  Boat Harbor17  Boat Harbor
18  High Density and Older Homes18  High Density and Older Homes
19  Proposed Pedestrian Trail Chester Woods/ Rochester19  Proposed Pedestrian Trail Chester Woods/ Rochester
20  Proposed PedestriaL Trail20  Proposed PedestriaL Trail
21  Fire Tower21  Fire Tower
22  Expansion of Residential22  Expansion of Residential
23  Commercial Expansion23  Commercial Expansion
24  To Plainview with Pedestrial Trail24  To Plainview with Pedestrial Trail
25  Organic Farm25  Organic Farm
26  Soil and Water Conservation Dam26  Soil and Water Conservation Dam
27  Proposed Development and Existing Golf Course27  Proposed Development and Existing Golf Course
28  Crop Farming28  Crop Farming
29  Dairy Farm29  Dairy Farm
30  80 Head30  80 Head
31  100 Head31  100 Head
32  60 Head32  60 Head
33  160 Head33  160 Head
34  225 Head Dairy Farm34  225 Head Dairy Farm
35  Impact to Ag, Corn, Beans, Rotated Hay35  Impact to Ag, Corn, Beans, Rotated Hay
36  450 Head Dairy Farm36  450 Head Dairy Farm
37  Dairy Farm37  Dairy Farm
38  300 Head Dairy Farm38  300 Head Dairy Farm
39  Industrial Development39  Industrial Development
40  Cemetery40  Cemetery

  ALMA AREA COMMENTS ALMA AREA COMMENTS 
  1  CRP Land  1  CRP Land
  2  Snake Creek State Forest  2  Snake Creek State Forest
  3  DPC Cochrane  3  DPC Cochrane
  4  Czechsville  4  Czechsville
  5  "The Prairie"  5  "The Prairie"
  6  Osprey Nests  6  Osprey Nests
  7  Limit Fragmentations, Reduce Addition of Invasives  7  Limit Fragmentations, Reduce Addition of Invasives
  8  Foelsch's Park  8  Foelsch's Park
  9  BLM  9  BLM
10  Buffalo City has Concern w/Routing Thru Here10  Buffalo City has Concern w/Routing Thru Here
11  Future Cemetery, Sewer and Water Plant11  Future Cemetery, Sewer and Water Plant
12  Potential County Wind Turbine12  Potential County Wind Turbine
13  City Growth, Annexed13  City Growth, Annexed
14  Fountain City Racetrack14  Fountain City Racetrack
15  Scenic Easements15  Scenic Easements
16  Ag Crop16  Ag Crop
17  Wetland Mitigation for Menards (Winona)17  Wetland Mitigation for Menards (Winona)
18  Ag Crop18  Ag Crop
19-20  Bird Flyways Along River19-20  Bird Flyways Along River

  COMMENTS OUTSIDE OF AREAS COMMENTS OUTSIDE OF AREAS   
1  Prairie Island Indian Community1  Prairie Island Indian Community
2-6  Dairy2-6  Dairy

  LA CROSSE AREA COMMENTS LA CROSSE AREA COMMENTS 
  1  Vineyards  1  Vineyards
  2-3  Organic Farms  2-3  Organic Farms
  4  New Subdivision - August Prair  4  New Subdivision - August Prair
  5  Cemetery  5  Cemetery
  6  Solar Home - Off Grid  6  Solar Home - Off Grid
  7  Potential Wetlands Reserve  7  Potential Wetlands Reserve
  8  Irrigation  8  Irrigation
  9  Private, Not MN DNR State Forest  9  Private, Not MN DNR State Forest
10  Gravestone10  Gravestone
11  Prairie Conservation11  Prairie Conservation
12  Great River Trail12  Great River Trail
13  Gunderson Clinic13  Gunderson Clinic
14  School Planned - Own Land14  School Planned - Own Land
15  Bird Flightway15  Bird Flightway
16  Rebuilt 199216  Rebuilt 1992
17  Golf17  Golf
18  7 Historic Bridges18  7 Historic Bridges
19  Prime Diverter Area19  Prime Diverter Area
20  Verify Tx Line Locations20  Verify Tx Line Locations
21  Onalska Landfill (Former Superfund)21  Onalska Landfill (Former Superfund)
22  MUC/MVC?  Holland Some Prairie22  MUC/MVC?  Holland Some Prairie
23  Dike Bike Trail23  Dike Bike Trail
24  NRHP Bunnel House 24  NRHP Bunnel House 
25  Highway 35 Scenic Easements25  Highway 35 Scenic Easements
26  Cemetery26  Cemetery
27  Gas Line Along Top of Bluff27  Gas Line Along Top of Bluff
28-29  Indian Burial Ground28-29  Indian Burial Ground
30  Valuable and Sensitive Marsh Habitat30  Valuable and Sensitive Marsh Habitat
31  Move Line South of Tracks Away from River 31  Move Line South of Tracks Away from River 
32  Bob Chalsma (Biz Land)32  Bob Chalsma (Biz Land)
33  Annexed to Holmen, Tax Increment33  Annexed to Holmen, Tax Increment
34  MN Biodiversity34  MN Biodiversity
35  Possible Double Circuit with 16135  Possible Double Circuit with 161
36  Parallel Irrigation36  Parallel Irrigation

  HAMPTON AREA COMMENTS HAMPTON AREA COMMENTS 
  1  National Historic Site  1  National Historic Site
  2  Maltby Nature Preserve  2  Maltby Nature Preserve
  3  Irrigated lands  3  Irrigated lands
  4-5  FNA  4-5  FNA
  6  Proposed biodiesel  6  Proposed biodiesel
  7  Proposed Gravel Quarry  7  Proposed Gravel Quarry
  8  Cannon Valley Trail  8  Cannon Valley Trail
  9  Quarry  9  Quarry
10  Stanton Town Hall10  Stanton Town Hall
11  Golf Course11  Golf Course
12  Potential Pedestrian Bridge12  Potential Pedestrian Bridge
13  Stanton Village13  Stanton Village
14  Annexed for Housing14  Annexed for Housing
15  Proposed Housing Development15  Proposed Housing Development
16  Proposed Interchange16  Proposed Interchange
17  Potential Wind Development Area17  Potential Wind Development Area
18  Dairy18  Dairy
19  Existing Lines Impact Ag Operations19  Existing Lines Impact Ag Operations
20  Potential Road Route20  Potential Road Route
21  Intersection to be Eliminated21  Intersection to be Eliminated
22  Treeline Cleared22  Treeline Cleared
23  Proposed New Intersection23  Proposed New Intersection
24  Sewage Treatment Plant24  Sewage Treatment Plant
25  Cemetery25  Cemetery
26  New Irrigation26  New Irrigation
27  Goodhue County Park27  Goodhue County Park
28  County Hydro Power28  County Hydro Power
29  Boy Scout Camp29  Boy Scout Camp
30  Possible Residential Development30  Possible Residential Development
31  New Hospital Planned31  New Hospital Planned
32  Planned Interchange32  Planned Interchange
33  Pose E. Platt? [Illegible]33  Pose E. Platt? [Illegible]
34  Annexation Areas Under Discussion34  Annexation Areas Under Discussion
35  Interchange35  Interchange
36  Road Improvement36  Road Improvement
37-38  Development Parcel37-38  Development Parcel
39-40  Annexed39-40  Annexed
41  New Interchange41  New Interchange
42  Development42  Development
43-44  Prairie Island Indian Community Fee43-44  Prairie Island Indian Community Fee
45  Permitted Invenergy Generation (Cannon Falls EC?)45  Permitted Invenergy Generation (Cannon Falls EC?)
46  Restored Prairie46  Restored Prairie
47  Campground47  Campground
48  Experimental Station48  Experimental Station

49  Miesville Ravine Park Reserve (Dakota Cnty Park)
50  Corn and Soy
51  Sod Farm
52  Platted
53  Bluff
54  Sod Farm
55  Native Prairie/ Being Restored to Prairie
56  Corn and Soy Beans
57  Potential Lime Pit
58  Livestock
59  Existing Distribution Line
60  Dennison Waste Water
61  Corn, Soy, Small Grains
62  Veben Farmstead (NRHP)
63  Trout Lilley Listed spp.
64  Little Cannon River Water[Illegible]
65  CRS
66-67  Potential Bridge
68  Active Sand and Gravel Mine
69  CRP
70  2000 hogs
71  4500 hogs
72  Farmland Natural Areas (Dak Co.)
73  Dairy Farm 200 Head
74  Dairy Farm
75  Historic Home of Gov. Thye
76  Historic Oxford Mill
77  River Bluff Land
78  Dwarf Trout Lilly and Turks Cay Lilly
79  Buildable Site
80  Proposed MN/DOT Interchange
81-82  Homeschool Family
83  Daycare
84-85  Tree Farm
86  Daycare
87  Livestock
88  Nature Prarie
89-90  Livestock
91-93  Homeschool Family
94  Warsaw Wildlife Mgt Area
95  Rock Quarry and Fossil Site
96-97  Fossil Site (School Trips)
98-100  MN/DOT Proposed Interchange
101  Rental

49  Miesville Ravine Park Reserve (Dakota Cnty Park)
50  Corn and Soy
51  Sod Farm
52  Platted
53  Bluff
54  Sod Farm
55  Native Prairie/ Being Restored to Prairie
56  Corn and Soy Beans
57  Potential Lime Pit
58  Livestock
59  Existing Distribution Line
60  Dennison Waste Water
61  Corn, Soy, Small Grains
62  Veben Farmstead (NRHP)
63  Trout Lilley Listed spp.
64  Little Cannon River Water[Illegible]
65  CRS
66-67  Potential Bridge
68  Active Sand and Gravel Mine
69  CRP
70  2000 hogs
71  4500 hogs
72  Farmland Natural Areas (Dak Co.)
73  Dairy Farm 200 Head
74  Dairy Farm
75  Historic Home of Gov. Thye
76  Historic Oxford Mill
77  River Bluff Land
78  Dwarf Trout Lilly and Turks Cay Lilly
79  Buildable Site
80  Proposed MN/DOT Interchange
81-82  Homeschool Family
83  Daycare
84-85  Tree Farm
86  Daycare
87  Livestock
88  Nature Prarie
89-90  Livestock
91-93  Homeschool Family
94  Warsaw Wildlife Mgt Area
95  Rock Quarry and Fossil Site
96-97  Fossil Site (School Trips)
98-100  MN/DOT Proposed Interchange
101  Rental

102  Farmstay Retreat
103  Jewell Ness Private Airstrip
104  Wetland
105  Building Site
106  CRP
107  View of Zambrota
108  Daycare
109  Cemetery
110  Turkeys
111  DNR Wildlife Area
112  Sangenta Res. Farm
113  Cattle
114-115  Livestock
116  Corn Research Center
117-118  Dairy Farm
119  Ind. Park
120  Great Western Ind. Park
121  Bluff Dwarf Trout Lilly
122-123  75 ft From Road Row
124  Historic Private Airfield, Active Use of Both Runways
125  Wang's Store (160 Year Old Historic Landmark)
126  Lateral Irrigation
127-128  Irrigation
129-130  New Irrigation
131  New Subdivided Plots John Geishen
132-148  Native Prairie
149  Nansen Ag Historic District
150-152  Black Walnut Tree Plantation
153  All Field No Fence for Poles
154-155  All Patterned Drain Tile
156  Parcel Farmed by Davidson
157  Livestock
158  New Irrigation 
159  Show Horses
160  Gravel Pit Business
161-161  Livestock
163  Homeschool
164  Proposed Irrigation
165  Wetland
166  Dennison Sewer Treatment Pond
167  Irrigator
168  Show Horse Boarding Business
169  Livestock
170  Homeschooler

102  Farmstay Retreat
103  Jewell Ness Private Airstrip
104  Wetland
105  Building Site
106  CRP
107  View of Zambrota
108  Daycare
109  Cemetery
110  Turkeys
111  DNR Wildlife Area
112  Sangenta Res. Farm
113  Cattle
114-115  Livestock
116  Corn Research Center
117-118  Dairy Farm
119  Ind. Park
120  Great Western Ind. Park
121  Bluff Dwarf Trout Lilly
122-123  75 ft From Road Row
124  Historic Private Airfield, Active Use of Both Runways
125  Wang's Store (160 Year Old Historic Landmark)
126  Lateral Irrigation
127-128  Irrigation
129-130  New Irrigation
131  New Subdivided Plots John Geishen
132-148  Native Prairie
149  Nansen Ag Historic District
150-152  Black Walnut Tree Plantation
153  All Field No Fence for Poles
154-155  All Patterned Drain Tile
156  Parcel Farmed by Davidson
157  Livestock
158  New Irrigation 
159  Show Horses
160  Gravel Pit Business
161-161  Livestock
163  Homeschool
164  Proposed Irrigation
165  Wetland
166  Dennison Sewer Treatment Pond
167  Irrigator
168  Show Horse Boarding Business
169  Livestock
170  Homeschooler

  ROCHESTER AREA COMMENTS ROCHESTER AREA COMMENTS 
  1  Elk Ranch  1  Elk Ranch
  2  Elk Farm  2  Elk Farm
  3  DNR - Muskie Tracking  3  DNR - Muskie Tracking
  4  Proposed Interchange  4  Proposed Interchange
  5  RC Airplane Field  5  RC Airplane Field
  6  Pipeline?  6  Pipeline?
  7  DNR Prairie Lands  7  DNR Prairie Lands
  8  New permit - 1000 Head  8  New permit - 1000 Head
  9  Habitat (near WMA)  9  Habitat (near WMA)
10  Eyota Expansion10  Eyota Expansion
11  Proposed Building Site11  Proposed Building Site
12  Harlan Moorehart Runway12  Harlan Moorehart Runway
13  Pickett Field Runway13  Pickett Field Runway
14  Gary Allen Runway14  Gary Allen Runway
15  Ethanol Site, Not Permitted15  Ethanol Site, Not Permitted
16  Dairy, 350-400 Head16  Dairy, 350-400 Head
17  Lumber Yard, Option to Build Farm Improvement17  Lumber Yard, Option to Build Farm Improvement
18  Future DPC Proposed Sub Site?18  Future DPC Proposed Sub Site?
19  Elk Run Development19  Elk Run Development
20  Residential Development20  Residential Development
21  RSD Development21  RSD Development
22  Add RPU 34.5 Kv Line22  Add RPU 34.5 Kv Line
23  Highway Expansion23  Highway Expansion
24  New Interchange24  New Interchange
25  LSAH 1225  LSAH 12
26  Quarry lands26  Quarry lands
27  County Highway 7, An Opportunity?27  County Highway 7, An Opportunity?
28  Nursery28  Nursery
29  Old Landfill29  Old Landfill
30  Oronaco Estates30  Oronaco Estates
31  Future School31  Future School
32  Proposed School32  Proposed School
33  Conservation Easement33  Conservation Easement
34-35  Proposed Ethanol Plant34-35  Proposed Ethanol Plant

36  Easement for Bike, Walk, Horse (Chester Woods)
37-42  Subdivided
43  Camp Victory
44  Bald Eagles and Herons
45  Line of Oak Trees 100 Years Old
46  End of Airstrip
47  Could be Possible Hazard to Southerly Airstrip
48  Elk Run Development
49  Possible Routes
50  Not a House
51  Cemetery
52  3 Phase Distribution Line
53  City of Rochester Annexation
54  Archery Club
55  Drive
56  Trees
57  Road Does Not Go Through
58  RV Campground
59  Additional Road Row
60  Additional Residential Development Planned
61  Steeplechase
62  Camp Victory Directly Affected Area
63  Gary Haden 80 Acres
64  Conservation Projects Farming Impacts
65  Campsites
66  Eagle Nest
67  Egress Trail 
68  Canoe Launch 

36  Easement for Bike, Walk, Horse (Chester Woods)
37-42  Subdivided
43  Camp Victory
44  Bald Eagles and Herons
45  Line of Oak Trees 100 Years Old
46  End of Airstrip
47  Could be Possible Hazard to Southerly Airstrip
48  Elk Run Development
49  Possible Routes
50  Not a House
51  Cemetery
52  3 Phase Distribution Line
53  City of Rochester Annexation
54  Archery Club
55  Drive
56  Trees
57  Road Does Not Go Through
58  RV Campground
59  Additional Road Row
60  Additional Residential Development Planned
61  Steeplechase
62  Camp Victory Directly Affected Area
63  Gary Haden 80 Acres
64  Conservation Projects Farming Impacts
65  Campsites
66  Eagle Nest
67  Egress Trail 
68  Canoe Launch 
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PROJEC T DESCRIPTION

Hampton - Rochester  - La Crosse 345kV Transmission Project

Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse
345kV Transmission Project
The proposed project would consist of the 
following components:

Transmission Lines
345kV transmission line from Hampton, 
Minnesota, to the La Crosse, Wisconsin, area.
Two 161kV transmission lines between 
a new North Rochester Substation and 
the existing Northern Hills and Chester 
Substations.

Substations
Construction of a new substation near 
Hampton, Minnesota
Construction of a new substation north of 
Rochester, Minnesota

Improvements to the existing Northern Hills 
and Chester Substations to accommodate 
the new 161kV lines.
Construction of a substation in the greater 
La Crosse area. This substation could be 
located in La Crosse, near Holmen or near 
Galesville.  The actual location will be 
determined by the selected Mississippi 
River crossing location and transmission line 
route. This substation could be located at 
an existing site or a new location. A second 
substation may require modifications in 
certain circumstances.  

Mississippi River Crossing
The proposed project would cross the Mississippi 
River at one of three existing transmission line 
crossing locations :

(1) Alma
(2) Winona 
(3) the La Crosse/La Crescent area

CapX2020 is a joint initiative of 11 transmission-owning utilities in Minnesota, Wisconsin, and the surrounding region to expand 
the electric transmission grid to ensure continued reliable and affordable service. Planning studies show that customer demand 
for electricity will increase by 4,000 to 6,000 megawatts (MW) by 2020. The new transmission lines will be built in phases 
designed to meet this increasing demand as well as to support renewable energy expansion. The first group of CapX2020 
projects (Group 1) consists of three proposed 345 kilovolt (kV) transmission lines, including the proposed Hampton-Rochester-
La Crosse 345kV Transmission Project, and a proposed 230kV line.



ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES
As a part of the routing process, sensitive environmental 
resources are assessed, including:

Wildlife and habitat
Cultural resources
Land use
Scenic resources

Wildlife and habitat
Utilities evaluate federal and state special status species – and 
their habitats – known to exist in Minnesota and Wisconsin 
so that potential impacts may be assessed. These species and 
their habitats are identified so the project can be designed to 
avoid or minimize impacts to them.

Potential impacts to wildlife and habitat can be avoided by:
Careful project design
Avoiding placement of transmission structures in 
wetlands and sensitive habitats
Avoiding construction during breeding or nesting 
seasons 
Working with state and federal agencies to identify 
additional mitigation strategies

Potential impacts to birds are also an important consideration 
in routing and project design. Using avian-safe design 
standards, placement of line markers to reduce collisions, and 
timing of construction can minimize impacts. 

Cultural resources
Utilities strive to avoid or minimize impacts to cultural 
resources by using best management practices. Intensive 
cultural resource surveys of the proposed route are 
performed prior to construction to mitigate impacts to 
cultural resources within the right-of-way.
RUS will coordinate with the State Historic Preservation 
Officer, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer and consulting 
parties to avoiding impacts and determine appropriate 
mitigation measures for the proposed project. 

Land use
Utilities work with landowners to minimize impacts to 
existing land use by: 

Aligning the transmission line along existing road or 
utility rights-of-way or along property/parcel lines or 
field lines
Avoiding pivot irrigation systems and impacts to 
agricultural operations
Avoiding residential areas

Scenic resources
Scenic resources are assessed in a proposed project area and 
considered during the routing process. Using existing utility 
or transportation corridors minimizes potential impacts. 



Hampton - Rochester  - La Crosse 345 kV Transmission Project

FEDERAL REVIEW PROCESS

RUS and NEPA
Dairyland Power Cooperative has requested financial assistance 
from USDA Rural Utilities Service (RUS), for its anticipated 11 
percent ownership interest in the proposed Hampton-Rochester-La 
Crosse 345 kilovolt transmission line project. RUS has determined 
that its funding of Dairyland’s ownership interest is a federal action 
and therefore subject to the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 
(NHPA).

RUS is the lead agency for both NEPA and Section 106 review.  As 
such, RUS will coordinate compliance with Section 106 and its 
implementing regulations with the steps taken to meet NEPA 
requirements. RUS and other federal agencies involved in the NEPA 
review will jointly prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS). Each federal agency will independently develop its own 
decision document.

The NEPA process will evaluate the proposed project’s potential 
impacts on environmental resources, including:

land use 
threatened and endangered species
wetlands
cultural and historic properties
socioeconomics
scenic areas

Additional federal approvals may include:
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
Section 106, NHPA Compliance 
Section 10 Permit, Rivers and Harbors Act
Section 7 Endangered Species Act Consultation
Special Use Permit for National Wildlife Refuge
Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act
Migratory Bird Treaty Act
Section 106 National Historic Preservation Act
FAA Form 7460-1
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Dairyland Power Cooperative has requested financial assistance from USDA Rural Utilities Service 
(RUS), for its anticipated 11 percent ownership interest in the proposed Hampton-Rochester-La 
Crosse 345 kilovolt transmission line project. RUS has determined that its funding of Dairyland’s 
ownership interest is a federal action and therefore subject to the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA).

RUS is the lead agency for both NEPA and Section 106 review.  As such, RUS will coordinate 
compliance with Section 106 and its implementing regulations with the steps taken to meet NEPA 
requirements. RUS and other federal agencies involved in the NEPA review will jointly prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). Each federal agency will independently develop its own 
decision document. The EIS preparation process is detailed below.

The NEPA process evaluates the project’s potential affects on environmental resources, such as:

land use•	
threatened and endangered species•	
wetlands•	
cultural and historic properties•	
socioeconomics•	
scenic areas•	

Federal review Process

 Conduct consultation regarding effects to historic properties.

Identify
Lead Agency

Rural Utilities
Service

Conduct 
Scoping

RUS
Determines 

Level of NEPA/
Section106 

Documentation

Notice of Intent 
is Published 

in Federal 
Register

Review
Scoping 

Comments

Public
Hearing and 
Comment on 

Draft EIS

Compile 
Scoping
Report

Prepare and 
Distribute
Draft EIS

Review and 
Respond 
to Public 

Comments

Public
Review and 
Comment of 

Final EIS

Prepare and 
Distribute
Final EIS

Prepare
Record of 
Decision

June 2009May 2009

Summer 2010

Spring 2011

Conduct 
consultation 
and studies

Continue 
Section 106 

consultation

Conclude 
Section 106 

review



H
a

m
pt

o
n

-R
o

cH
es

te
R-

La
 c

Ro
ss

e 3
45

 k
V

 t
Ra

n
sm

is
si

o
n

 p
Ro

je
c

t
The table below shows permit, regulatory compliance or other coordination required by  
federal agencies.

Agency Permit, regulatory compliance, or other coordination

RUS
 7 CFR 1794•	
NEPA Compliance•	
Section 106, NHPA Compliance•	

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE)

Section 10 Permit of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S.C. 403) for •	
crossing the Mississippi River

USACE and U.S. 
Environmental Protection 
Agency Region 5

Nationwide permit or individual permit under Section 404 of the Clean Water •	
Act of 1977

U.S. Department of 
Agriculture’s Natural Resource 
Conservation Service

Farmland Conversion Impact Rating (Form AD-1006)•	

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS)

Use authorization if right-of-way required on National Wildlife Refuge or •	
Wetland Management District lands (Standard Form 299) and Special Use 
Permit if crossing National Wildlife Refuge
Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531–1544; •	
50 C.F.R. 22 consultation)
Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668, 50 C.F.R. 22)•	
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 701–712)•	

Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) Form 7460–1, Objects Affecting Navigable Airspace•	

National Park Service Consultation: Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act 1968 (if proposal •	
affects federally designated areas)

Public scoping 
The RUS NEPA process provides several opportunities for public review and comment (identified in 
green on the NEPA process graphic). The CapX2020 utilities had several rounds of public information 
meetings prior to the NEPA scoping meetings; public comments received at those meetings were 
considered in corridor development and route option identification. Public comments received at 
scoping meetings will be recorded as part of the project record. RUS will use its procedures for public 
involvement under NEPA to meet its Section 106 requirements to solicit and consider the views of 
the public.

The NEPA scoping process serves multiple goals for the proposed project, including: 

Soliciting public comments•	
Discovering alternatives to a proposed action (preferred route)•	
Identifying significant impacts•	
Eliminating insignificant issues from further assessment•	
Communicating information•	
Consulting with agencies and organizations•	

Track EIS development, download comment forms, and access all public documentation at the RUS 
Web site, http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

Please contact Stephanie Strength for more information:

USDA, Rural Utilities Service
1400 Independence Ave. SW, MAIL STOP 1571, Room 2244
Washington, DC 20250-1571
stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov



CapX2020 proposed transmission line project
Delivering reliable electricity for the future

Delivering electricity you can rely on

Central Minnesota Municipal Power Agency
Dairyland Power Cooperative

Great River Energy
Minnesota Power

Minnkota Power Cooperative
Missouri River Energy Services

Otter Tail Power Company
Rochester Public Utilities

Southern Minnesota Municipal Power Agency
WPPI Energy

Xcel Energy

• A 70-mile, 230-kV transmission line between Bemidji and
Grand Rapids in north central Minnesota

Minnesota Certificate of Need process
The CapX2020 utilities were granted a Certificate of Need
(CN) from the Minnesota Public Utilities (MN PUC) on April
16, 2009 for the three 345-kV projects. A separate CN 
application was filed for the 230-kV transmission line in
March 2008; the MN PUC unanimously approved the CN
application on July 9, 2009.

The CN approval process generally takes 15 to 18 months
and provides many opportunities, including public meetings
and hearings, for individuals, interested parties and local 
governments to provide input to the MN PUC as well as to
receive information from CapX2020 about the proposals.

North Dakota, South Dakota and Wisconsin regulators 
determine whether portions of the proposed lines in their
states are needed.

Project routing
While the MN PUC assesses the transmission lines’ need, 
the utilities are working with local governments, landowners,
electric cooperatives and other stakeholders to evaluate
potential routes. In addition to state approval of the project
need, each project also requires regulatory approval for each
line’s specific route.

In Minnesota, a Route Permit application must be filed with the
MN PUC for each project, proposing a preferred and alternate
route. The MN PUC makes the final route decision, taking into
consideration recommendations from all participating parties
and landowners, complying with federal agency reviews, and
following a comprehensive process that includes public 
meetings and hearings examining route alternatives. Similar
review, permit and approval processes are required from the
North Dakota, South Dakota and Wisconsin commissions. 

Project need
The region is experiencing job and population growth, leading
to a steady increase in electricity usage. In Minnesota, North
and South Dakota, and Wisconsin, electricity consumption
has doubled since 1980, according to data from the U.S.
Department of Energy’s Energy Information Administration. 
In the Midwest, for example, sub-zero temperatures pushed
electricity demand to an all-time winter peak in mid-
December 2008. The electric transmission grid in the Upper
Midwest hasn’t had a major upgrade in nearly 30 years.

Planning studies show that customer demand for electricity will
increase by 4,000 to 6,000 megawatts (MW) by 2020 – more
than today’s system has the capacity to deliver. The proposed
new transmission lines would be built in phases designed to
meet the electricity demand growth, as well as to support
renewable energy expansion. The first group of CapX2020 
projects includes three proposed 345-kilovolt (kV) transmission
lines, one 230-kV line and associated substations.

• A 240-mile, 345-kV transmission line between Brookings
County, South Dakota and Hampton, Minnesota, plus a
related 345-kV line between Marshall and Granite Falls,
Minnesota

• A 250-mile, 345-kV transmission line between Fargo, 
North Dakota and St. Cloud and Monticello, Minnesota

• A 150-mile, 345-kV transmission line between Hampton
and Rochester, continuing on to La Crosse, Wisconsin

C
apX2020 is a joint initiative of 11 transmission-owning
utilities in Minnesota and the surrounding region to
expand the electric transmission grid to ensure reliable
and affordable service to 2020 and beyond. The

CapX2020 utilities include cooperatives and investor-owned
and municipal utilities. 
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The CapX2020 utilities filed a Route Permit application with 
the MN PUC on December 29, 2008 for the Brookings County-
Hampton transmission line. A Route Permit application for the
Monticello-St. Cloud transmission line project was filed on April
8, 2009. A Route Permit application for the Bemidji-Grand
Rapids project was filed on June 4, 2008. Route Permit 
applications will be filed in 2009 for the Fargo-St. Cloud and
Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse projects.

Federal approval
Before the lines can be built, permits and approvals are also
required from several federal agencies, including Rural Utilities
Service, the U.S. Army Corp of Engineers and the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service. Federal agencies conduct environmental review to
comply with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). State
and federal agencies work together to coordinate their processes. 

The CapX2020 utilities are committed to working with all 
interested parties during the need and routing processes.

Stay informed
The best way to participate is to stay informed. Follow progress
on the individual agency Web sites and on the CapX2020 Web
site at www.CapX2020.com. 

Minnesota Public Utilities Commission: To view CN documents,
go to the MN PUC’s Web site at www.puc.state.mn.us, click on
“eFiling and eDockets” and then click on “Search Documents”
and search for docket 06-1115. Use “06” for the year (when the
first CapX2020 document was filed) and “1115” in the second
field, then press search. All filings in the CapX2020 eDocket will
be listed. The Brookings County-Hampton project Route Permit
application docket number is ET2/TL-08-1474. The Monticello-
St. Cloud project Route Permit application docket number is
ET2, E002/TL-09-246. The Bemidji-Grand Rapid project Route
Permit application docket number is E017, E015, ET6/TL-07-
1327. The MN PUC can also be reached at 1-800-657-3782.

North Dakota Public Service Commission: Contact the 
commission at (701) 328-2400 or visit www.psc.state.nd.us.

South Dakota Public Utilities Commission: Contact the 
commission at (605) 773-3201 or visit www.puc.sd.gov.

Public Service Commission of Wisconsin: Check the status 
of the project case on the PSCW Web site, www.psc.wi.gov, 
by entering the document number 05-CE-136 in the “Link
Directly to a Case” section. The PSCW can also be reached 
at 1-888-816-3831.

Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 
Project development manager: 
Xcel Energy
Tom Hillstrom, routing lead
Xcel Energy
PO Box 9437
Minneapolis, MN 55440-9437
1-800-238-7968
lacrosseinfo@capx2020.com

Chuck Thompson
Dairyland Power Cooperative
PO Box 9437
Minneapolis, MN 55440-9437
(608) 787-1432
lacrosseinfo@capx2020.com

Fargo-St. Cloud-Monticello
Project development manager: 
Xcel Energy
Darrin Lahr, routing lead
PO Box 9451
Minneapolis, MN 55440-9451
1-866-876-2869
fargoinfo@capx2020.com

Jerry Chezik, project manager
PO Box 9451
Minneapolis, MN 55440-9451
1-866-876-2869
fargoinfo@capx2020.com

Brookings County-Hampton
Project development manager: 
Great River Energy
Craig Poorker, routing lead
12300 Elm Creek Boulevard
Maple Grove, MN 55369
1-888-473-2279
brookingsinfo@capx2020.com

Randy Fordice, communications 
specialist
12300 Elm Creek Boulevard
Maple Grove, MN 55369
1-888-473-2279
brookingsinfo@capx2020.com

Bemidji-Grand Rapids
Project development manager: 
Otter Tail Power Company
Bob Lindholm, routing lead
PO Box 1735
Bemidji, MN 56619-1735
1-888-373-4113
bemidjiinfo@capx2020.com

Cindy Kuismi, 
communications specialist
PO Box 1735
Bemidji, MN 56619-1735
1-888-373-4113
bemidjiinfo@capx2020.com

Contact information



Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345-kV transmission line
Project update

Delivering electricity you can rely on

Central Minnesota Municipal Power Agency
Dairyland Power Cooperative

Great River Energy
Minnesota Power

Minnkota Power Cooperative
Missouri River Energy Services

Otter Tail Power Company
Rochester Public Utilities

Southern Minnesota Municipal Power Agency
WPPI Energy

Xcel Energy

constraints within the project study area, and evaluating each
alternative. A recommended route and alternatives will be 
identified based on a series of project-specific siting criteria,
which typically includes the following:

• Transmission line length

• Right-of-way requirements and availability

• Existing road and transmission line corridors

• Land use considerations, such as proximity to residences,
impact on agricultural activities, existing and future land 
use and visual impacts

• Environmental resource considerations such as impacts 
on cultural and historic sites, or biological resources such 
as wildlife, plants and wetlands

• Topography

• Jurisdiction and regulatory considerations

• Conflicts with airport height restrictions 

• Cost

In Minnesota, a Route Permit application proposing route
options must be filed with the MN PUC. The CapX2020 
utilities plan to submit a Route Permit in summer 2009 for 
the Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345-kV transmission line
project. The MN PUC and PSCW determine the transmission
line’s final route, taking into consideration recommendations
from all participating parties and landowners, complying with
federal agency review, and following a comprehensive process
that includes public meetings and hearings examining route
alternatives.  

The CapX2020 utilities are committed to working closely with
residents, landowners, local and tribal governments, business
groups, state agencies and other stakeholders to explain the
need for the proposed transmission lines and to determine
the most preferable routes.

Project need
The CapX2020 utilities were granted a Certificate of Need
(CN) from the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission (MN
PUC) on April 16, 2009 for all three 345-kV projects. To 
view CN documents, go to the MN PUC’s Web site at
www.puc.state.mn.us, click on “eFilings and eDockets” and
then click on “Search Documents” and search for docket 06-
1115. Use “06” for the year (when the first CapX2020 docu-
ment was filed) and “1115” in the second field, then press
the search button. All filings in the CapX2020 eDocket will be
listed. The MN PUC can also be reached at 1-800-657-3782.

The Wisconsin regulatory process combines need and routing
into one permit, a Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity (CPCN), which will be filed with the Public Service
Commission of Wisconsin (PSCW) and the Wisconsin
Department of Natural Resources in fall 2009. Check the 
status of the project case on the PSCW website,
www.psc.wi.gov, by entering document number 05-CE-136 
in the “Link Directly to a Case” section. The PSCW can also
be reached at 1-888-816-3831.

Routing process 
Siting a transmission line is a three-phase process that
involves mapping resources, identifying opportunities and

www.capx2020.com

C
apX2020 is a joint initiative of 11 transmission-owning utilities in Minnesota and the surrounding region to expand the
electric transmission grid to ensure continued reliable and affordable service. Planning studies show that customer
demand for electricity will increase by 4,000 to 6,000 megawatts (MW) by 2020. The new transmission lines will be 
built in phases designed to meet this increasing demand as well as to support renewable energy expansion. The first 

group of CapX2020 projects (Group 1) is comprised of three proposed 345-kilovolt (kV) transmission lines, including the
Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse line, and a proposed 230-kV line.
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Federal approval
Before the lines can be built, permits and approvals are 
also required from several federal agencies, including Rural
Utilities Service, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Federal agencies will 
conduct environmental reviews to comply with the National
Environmental Policy Act. The MN PUC, the PSCW and partici-
pating federal agencies will work together to coordinate their
processes.

Public information and outreach
There are many opportunities for public comment through-
out the project schedule and permitting process. Early input
is encouraged to help the project team minimize potential
impacts in the project area. For more information on the
dates and locations of upcoming meetings, visit
www.capx2020.com. 

Project contacts
Project development manager: Xcel Energy
Tom Hillstrom, routing lead
Xcel Energy
PO Box 9437
Minneapolis, MN 55440-9437
1-800-238-7968
lacrosseinfo@capx2020.com

Chuck Thompson
Dairyland Power Cooperative
PO Box 9437
Minneapolis, MN 55440-9437
(608) 787-1432
lacrosseinfo@capx2020.com 

Proposed substations
Hampton (new)
North La Crosse or La Crosse (modified)
North Rochester (new)

Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345-kV proposed route options



SE Twin Cities – Rochester, MN – La Crosse,WI, 345-kV Transmission Line
Permitting Requirements

Delivering electricity you can rely on

Central Minnesota Municipal Power Agency
Dairyland Power Cooperative

Great River Energy
Minnesota Power

Minnkota Power Cooperative
Missouri River Energy Services

Otter Tail Power Company
Rochester Public Utilities

Southern Minnesota Municipal Power Agency
Wisconsin Public Power Inc.

Xcel Energy

www.capx2020.com

CapX 2020 is a joint initiative of 11 transmission-owning utilities in Minnesota and the surrounding region to expand the electric
transmission grid to ensure continued reliable service. Planning studies show that customer demand for electricity will grow by
up to 6,000 megawatts (MW) by 2020. The new transmission lines will be built in phases designed to meet this electric growth,
as well as to support renewable energy expansion. The first group of CapX 2020 projects (Group 1) is made up of three pro-
posed 345-kV transmission lines, one of which is the SE Twin Cities – Rochester – La Crosse line, and a proposed 230-kV line. 

CapX 2020 utilities are committed to working closely with residents, landowners, local and tribal governments, business
groups, state agencies and other stakeholders to explain the need for the proposed transmission lines and to determine the most
preferable routes. For more information on the projects, please visit www.CapX2020.com.

Major Permits

Certificate of
Need (CON)

Routing and 
Permitting

Public 
Information and
Outreach

Minnesota Public
Utilities Commission
(MN PUC)
•Certificate of Need
•Route permit

Public Service Commission of
Wisconsin (PSCW)
•Certificate of Public Convenience

and Necessity (CPCN)
•Need and routing process combined
• Joint process with Wisconsin Depart-

ment of Natural Resources (WDNR)

Federal Permits
•Rural Utilities Service (RUS) /

National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) requirements

•U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
•U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

The utilities will apply for a CON with the MN PUC that will cover all three 345-kV projects. The CON
timeline will drive the schedule for the Minnesota route permit, the Wisconsin CPCN permit, WDNR
permits and other federal permits. The CON process will determine the need for the line as well as its
characteristics, such as substations and end-points, in Minnesota. In addition, a need and an Alternative
Evaluation study will be prepared and filed with the RUS.

The MN PUC, the PSCW and participating federal agencies will select the route following a comprehen-
sive process that includes public meetings and hearings examining route alternatives.

Certificate of Need Process 
(MN and WI)
The MN PUC and PSCW will decide
whether the proposed lines are needed
in their respective states. The process
includes significant opportunities for
public comment and involvement. 

•Notice mailings, MN Spring 2007,
WI 2008

•MN CON filing, Spring 2007
•CON meetings and hearings

(2007-2009)
• Interested parties can contact MN

PUC at 800-657-3782 or go to
www.puc.state.mn.us to be placed
on the information list.

•PSCW can be contacted at
psc.wi.gov or 888-816-3831.

Routing and Permitting
Processes
•CapX open houses (2007-

2008) – A series of meetings
will be held throughout the
proposed corridors.

•MN route permit application
and WI CPCN filing, Summer
2008

•State and federal environmental
impact statements will be 
prepared.

•Agency meetings and hearings
(2007-2009) – Public scoping
meetings will be held to gather
input on the potential route.

•The MN PUC and PSCW will 
determine line route.

Project Development 
Manager – Xcel Energy 
Contact:
Pam Rasmussen
Routing Lead
Xcel Energy
P.O. Box 9437
Minneapolis, MN 55440-9437
1-800-238-7968
lacrosseinfo@capx2020.com

Chuck Thompson 
Dairyland Power Cooperative
P.O. Box 9437
Minneapolis, MN 55440-9437
1-866-876-2869
lacrosseinfo@capx2020.com
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CapX 2020 SE Twin Cites –
Rochester – La Crosse pro-
posed project study corridor

CapX 2020 Group 1 
proposed project study 
corridors

Participating CapX 2020
utilities in the La Crosse
project:
Dairyland Power
Cooperative
Rochester Public Utilities
Southern Minnesota
Municipal Power Agency 
Wisconsin Public 
Power Inc.
Xcel Energy

Proposed substations:
■ Belvidere (new)
■ Hampton Corner (new)
■ North La Crosse (modified)
■ North Rochester (new)

*The shaded areas are potential corridors for the proposed lines.

Bemidji-Grand Rapids 
(230-kV)
Fargo-St. Cloud-Monticello
(345-kV)
SE Twin Cities-Rochester-
La Crosse (345-kV)
Brookings, SD-SE Twin
Cites (345-kV)
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being listed as an official intervening party. Parties who formally
intervene typically are represented by an attorney (not required)
and present a formal case that includes filing written testimony,
cross examining witnesses and filing post hearing briefs. Parties
must request intervenor status from the ALJ.

Environmental Report scoping public meetings: The
Minnesota Department of Commerce, Office of Energy Security
(OES) prepares an Environmental Report (ER), which examines 
the land use and natural resource considerations associated with
the MN PUC’s need-related decisions. Public meetings are con-
ducted to describe the process and gather comments on issues
and alternatives that should be addressed. The ER is the only
environmental document where issues of size, type and timing are
reviewed. Written comments may also be submitted to the OES.

Scoping decision: Before the OES prepares the ER, it reviews 
all public input and publishes its Scoping Decision, which outlines
the issues to be addressed in the ER.

Environmental Report: The OES gathers information, then 
prepares and publishes the ER, which must be done before public
hearings on the CN can take place. Anyone can provide written or
oral comments on the document during hearings.

Hearings on the CN: The MN PUC requires a series of public
hearings that are presided over by the ALJ. Notice is published in
local newspapers prior to the start of the hearings. Anyone can
present testimony and express opinions concerning the utility’s
proposal or alternatives and the CN. After hearing testimony and
comments, the ALJ provides a report summarizing the hearing
process and makes recommendations to the MN PUC.

MN PUC need decision: In making a determination, the MN
PUC considers all information and hears comments at one of 
its regular weekly public meetings. In some cases, a second 
meeting is scheduled so commissioners have the necessary time
to deliberate prior to making a decision.

Minnesota Regulatory Process
Two major approvals must be obtained from the Minnesota Public
Utilities Commission (MN PUC) before a high voltage transmission
line can be built: a Certificate of Need (CN) and a Route Permit.
The CN proceeding examines whether the proposed facilities are
necessary and what the appropriate size, configuration and timing
of the project should be. In a separate Route Permit proceeding,
the MN PUC determines the route and design of the line.

Certificate of Need
Minnesota Statutes 216B.243 and Minnesota Rules 7849, 7829,
7849.0010-0110 and 1405 govern the CN process, which starts
with filing an application.

Completeness review: The MN PUC reviews the application and
identifies any additional information needed to begin the review
process. The MN PUC issues notice of a comment schedule; any-
one can comment on the application’s completeness. Once the
application is found complete, the MN PUC refers the case to an
independent administrative law judge (ALJ), who presides over 
the hearing process, sets hearing schedules and intervention
deadlines, and addresses other procedural matters.

Intervention: Anyone can attend meetings and hearings, file 
written comments and present written or oral testimony without

www.capx2020.com

T
his fact sheet provides an overview of the regulatory
process associated with major approvals necessary
before a high voltage transmission line can be built 
in Minnesota. The CapX2020 utilities have prepared

similar fact sheets for each of the jurisdictions involved in
the CapX2020 project. Visit www.capx2020.com for updated
project information.



Route Permit
A Route Permit is also needed from the MN PUC prior to building
a high voltage transmission line in Minnesota. Once a Route
Permit application is filed, the regulatory process begins.

Pre-application route development phase: Route develop-
ment generally occurs in three stages during which utilities:

• Identify a study area; gather land use and resource information
from federal, state and local agencies and governments; 
prepare maps.

• Identify routing options based on technical considerations, 
routing criteria and resource mapping.

• Compare and evaluate the routing options; select two or more
routes, including a preferred route, to be included in the Route
Permit application.

Route Permit process: After the utility files a Route Permit
application, the process specified in MN PUC regulations begins.

Public meetings: Upon receiving an application, the OES 
schedules public meetings to introduce the proposed project 
and the Route Permit process. Scoping for an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) begins at these meetings.

Scoping and routing additions: A full EIS is prepared by the
OES. The first step of the Route Permit process is to establish the
scope of the environmental analysis. Prior to preparation of an
EIS, public comments are accepted on issues that should be
examined in the EIS. Alternate routes to those proposed by the
utility can also be proposed; however, the OES has specific regu-
lations that must be followed. Once the OES scope of the EIS is
published, no new routing options will be considered in the EIS.

Citizen advisory task force: The MN PUC may choose to 
establish an advisory task force committee (local government 
and interest group representatives) to help determine the EIS’s
scope and examine whether routing options should be added to
those proposed by the utility.

Draft EIS: The OES prepares and publishes a Draft EIS that
examines the land use and environmental issues associated with
the proposal as well as the alternatives that were identified in
scoping.

EIS comment period and public meetings: Once the Draft
EIS is published, the OES establishes a period to receive 
comments on the document. The OES also holds public meetings
to obtain comments on the document.

Public hearings: The ALJ conducts public hearings, which are
designed to receive comments, opinions and supporting evidence
on where the proposed lines should be located and how potential
impacts of the line should be addressed. The ALJ prepares a

report summarizing the hearings and may make routing and 
mitigation recommendations to the MN PUC. Notice is published
in local newspapers prior to the hearings.

Final EIS: The OES takes all comments on the Draft EIS,
responds to them, revises the draft accordingly and then 
prepares a Final EIS.

MN PUC Route Permit decision: At the end of the process,
the MN PUC considers all material and conducts one or two 
public hearings. If two hearings are held, the first is used to
receive oral comments and ask questions of the participants; 
the second is to deliberate and make a decision. Sometimes 
the two hearings are combined into one. A Route Permit decision
cannot be made until after a CN is granted. If a Route Permit is
granted, the MN PUC permit supersedes local jurisdictions as to
the route itself; however, the utility may still be subject to other
local, state and federal ordinances, such as Minnesota
Department of Natural Resources stream crossing permits.

Concurrent permitting in other states: Regulatory bodies in
neighboring states oversee similar permitting processes.

North Dakota Public Service Commission

• Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity

• Certificate of Corridor Compatibility

• Transmission Facility Permit

Public Service Commission of Wisconsin

• Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity

South Dakota Public Utilities Commission

• Facilities Permit

Federal environmental review: Before federal agencies grant
loans or issue permits for transmission lines, the utility must 
comply with National Environmental Policy Act requirements.
Depending on the circumstances and the application of federal
regulations, an Environmental Assessment or EIS may be 
prepared. Federal environmental review is usually done concur-
rently or jointly with state environmental review.

Stay informed
The best way to participate is to stay informed. Follow progress on
the individual agency Web sites and on the CapX2020 Web site at
www.capx2020.com. To view CN documents, go to the MN PUC’s
website at www.puc.state.mn.us, click on “eFiling and eDockets”
and then click on “Search Documents” and search for docket 
06-1115. Use “06” for the year (when the first CapX2020 
document was filed) and “1115” in the second field, then press
the search button. All filings in the CapX2020 eDocket will be 
listed. The MN PUC can also be reached at 1-800-657-3782.

7-17-2009
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Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity (CPCN)
Wisconsin Statutes § 1.12 (6), 196.491 and 30.025 and
Wisconsin Administrative Code Chapters PSC 2, 4, 111 and 112
govern the CPCN process. A CPCN is required for transmission
projects that are:

•345 kilovolts (kV) or greater; or

• less than 345 kV, but greater than or equal to 100 kV, 
more than one mile in length and require some new 
rights-of-way (ROW).

All other transmission line projects must receive a Certificate of
Authority (CA) from the Commission if the project’s cost is above
a certain percent of the utility’s annual revenue [Wis. Stat. 196.49
and Wis. Adm. Code PSC 112].

Pre-application route development phase: Route develop-
ment generally occurs in three stages during which utilities:

• Identify a study area; gather land use and resource information
from federal, state and local agencies and governments; 
prepare maps.

• Identify routing options based on technical considerations; 
routing criteria and resource mapping.

•Compare and evaluate the routing options; select two or more
routes to be included in the CPCN application.

CPCN applications must include at least two viable routes for 
proposed projects. Prior to filing an application, the applicant 
may hold public meetings to encourage the public to provide
information and comments on the proposed transmission line
before making routing decisions.

T
his fact sheet provides an overview of the regulatory

process associated with the major approvals necessary

before a high voltage transmission line can be built in

Wisconsin. The CapX2020 utilities have prepared simi-

lar fact sheets for each jurisdiction involved in the

CapX2020 projects. Visit www.capx2020.com for updated

project information.

Wisconsin Regulatory Process
The determination of need and routing for approving a trans-
mission line are combined in Wisconsin. The Public Service
Commission of Wisconsin (Commission) reviews project applica-
tions and, if approved, grants a Certificate of Public Convenience
and Necessity (CPCN). When reviewing a transmission project, 
the Commission considers alternative plans to address the need
and alternative locations or routes, as well as need, engineering,
economics, safety, reliability, individual hardships and environ-
mental factors. The Commission’s decision is based on a hearing
record.

The Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (DNR) Office 
of Energy is a partner in the Commission review process. Project
applications include information needed for the DNR to assess
the likelihood that any required DNR permits can be granted.
Other state agencies may also participate in the Commission
process.

www.capx2020.com
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Concurrent permitting in other states: Regulatory bodies 
in neighboring states oversee similar permitting processes.

Minnesota Public Utilities Commission

•Certificate of Need

•Route Permit

North Dakota Public Service Commission

•Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity

•Certificate of Corridor Compatibility

• Transmission Facility Permit

South Dakota Public Utilities Commission

• Facilities Permit

Federal environmental review: Before federal agencies grant
loans or issue permits for transmission lines, the agencies must
comply with requirement of the National Environmental Policy Act.
Depending on the circumstances and the application of federal
regulations, an EA or EIS may be prepared. Federal environmental
review is usually done concurrently or jointly with state environ-
mental review. 

Stay informed
The best way to participate is to stay informed. Follow progress on
the individual agency Web sites and on the CapX2020 Web site at
www.capx2020.com.

Public Service Commission of Wisconsin (PSCW): To view
CapX2020 filings, go to the PSCW’s Web site at www.psc.wi.gov.
Search for docket 5-CE-136 under “link directly to a case” on 
the homepage. The Commission can be contacted at 
(608) 266-5481 or via the web.

Minnesota Public Utilities Commission (MN PUC): To view
CapX2020 filings, go to the MN PUC’s Web site at
www.puc.state.mn.us. Click on “eDockets & eFilings;” then click
on “search documents” and search for docket 06-1115.

Pre-application Commission and DNR consultation: The
Commission and DNR staff provides guidance regarding the type
of information required in the CPCN and DNR permit applications.
This can include wetland delineation work and biological surveys
as well as information on project need, engineering design and
project alternatives.

Wis. Adm. Code 111 defines application requirements. In 
addition, the Commission, DNR and Department of Agriculture,
Trade and Consumer Protection provide filing requirements that
are posted on the Commission Web site.

CPCN process: After a utility files a CPCN application, the
process specified under Commission regulations begins.

Application filing and completeness review: When an 
application for a CPCN is filed with the Commission, applications
are also filed with the DNR for any permits required for either of
the two routes proposed. Commission and DNR staff examines 
the application during a 30-day completeness review, notifying 
the applicant by letter whether the application is complete or what
further information may be required. Copies of the application are
distributed to local libraries and officials and can be viewed on
the Commission Web site. All documents and transcripts will be
available through the Commission’s electronic filing system.

Commission public notification letter: Once an application is
filed, the Commission sends a public notification letter to property
owners on or near the proposed ROW, local government officials,
local libraries, the media, and other agencies and interested 
parties that the review process is beginning. Comments and 
questions are solicited.

Intervention: Anyone can attend meeting and hearings, file writ-
ten comments and present written or oral testimony without being
listed as an official intervenor or party to the case. Individuals and
groups who want to be more involved in the process may request
party status by writing to the Commission administrative law judge
before a hearing. Full parties may cross-examine witness and
write briefs. Parties have a number of responsibilities that are
described on the Commission Web site.

Scoping and public meetings: As part of the environmental
review, Commission and DNR staff prepare either a draft
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) or an Environmental

Review (EA) to determine if an EIS is needed. Wis. Adm. Code
PSC 4 and the PSC Wisconsin Environmental Policy Act (WEPA)
coordinator determine the type of review. Generally, transmission
lines 345 kV or greater and at least 10 miles long require an 
EIS. In order to prepare an EIS, the Commission conducts 
scoping, which may be achieved through interagency correspon-
dence, workshops, surveys or public meetings in the proposed
project area.

Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS): If an EIS 
is necessary, Commission and DNR staff will utilize information
from the application, field review, scooping and other sources to
prepare the document. The Commission must issue the DEIS for
review with a comment period of at least 10 days.

Agricultural Impact Statement (AIS): Section 32.035 of 
the Wisconsin Statutes, pertaining to eminent domain (the right 
to condemn property), requires the Wisconsin Department of
Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection (DATCP) to prepare an
AIS for projects. This is required when the acquisition of farmland
is subject to condemnation as described in state law, even if the
applicant does not believe condemnation will occur. The purpose
of the AIS is to assess the impact on individual farm operations
when a proposed land acquisition involves the potential for 
condemnation under Wisconsin eminent domain statutes. For
transmission line projects, if more than five acres will be taken
from any farm operation, an AIS is required. Projects requiring 
five or fewer acres from each farm operator may, as the DATCP’s
discretion, have an AIS prepared. The DATCP has 60 days to 
prepare an AIS from the date all information is received. The
applicant cannot negotiate with landowners until 30 days after 
an AIS is published. When as AIS is required for a project that
requires Commission approval, the process is coordinated with 
the Commission in order to adequately inform the Commission’s
decision.

Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS): Once 
comments on a DEIS are received, Commission and DNR staff
prepare an FEIS. The FEIS may vary from the DEIS in scope, based
on comments received on the DEIS or other pertinent information.
The Commission must distribute copies of the FEIS and announce
its availability at least 30 days prior to holding a public hearing
on the project.

Commission hearing: All projects that require a CPCN require 
a public hearing. A Notice of Hearing is sent to everyone on the
Commission project mailing list, and hearings are held in the area
of the proposed transmission line project. A Commission adminis-
trative law judge runs the hearings. If someone from the public
wants to testify at the hearing, legal counsel is not required. Those
who want to testify fill out appearance slips and are called on by
the administrative law judge when it is their turn. Comments can
also be written or submitted on the Commission Web site. The
Commission makes decisions based on the hearing record.

Commission decision and route selection: The Commission
makes the final decision on proposed transmission lines after
reviewing testimony from the applicant, DNR staff, full parties,
Commission staff and the public. The Commission discusses the
transcripts, exhibits, briefs and the issues raised at the hearings 
in meetings open for public observation but not for public com-
ment. The decision includes whether the line will be built, how it 
is designed and where it will be located. The Commission then
issues an order. 

Wis. Stats. 1.12 (6) outline the following order of priorities for the
Commission to consider for new transmission line routes:

1. Existing utility corridors (such as transmission lines, electric
distribution lines or natural gas pipelines).

2. Highway and railroad corridors.

3. Recreational trails.

4. New corridors or paths representing new ROW.

The Commission selects the route when it grants the CPCN. The
final decision may be the applicant’s preferred route, a combina-
tion of reasonable routes or a variation of a route suggested by
the public. 

DNR permitting: The CPCN review and determination is a joint
process between the Commission and the DNR. Any specific DNR
permits required (i.e. for wetlands, waterways or storm drainage
management) are usually identified in the pre-consultation
process. The applicant must file for those permits at the same
time a CPCN application is filed. DNR staff work with the
Commission from the pre-consultation phase through the 
decision-making process. DNR permits for the project, if approved,
are issued within 30 days from the date a CPCN is issued.
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CapX 2020 Proposed Transmission Line Infrastructure
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(self-weathering steel)
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Terms to know 
Conductor: A wire made up of multiple aluminum strands around a steel
core that together carry electricity. A bundled conductor is two or more
conductors connected to increase the capacity of a transmission line.

Circuit: A continuous electrical path along which electricity can flow from
a source, like a power plant, to where it is used, like a home. A transmis-
sion circuit consists of three phases with each phase on a separate set
of conductors.

Phase: One element of a transmission circuit that has a distinct voltage
and current. Each phase has maximum and minimum voltage peaks at
different times than the other phases.

Single circuit: A circuit with three sets of conductors.

Double circuit: Two independent circuits on the same structure with each
circuit made up of three sets of conductors.

Shield wire: A wire connected directly to the top of a transmission 
structure to protect conductors from a direct lightning strike, minimizing
the possibility of power outages.

Structures: Towers or poles that support transmission lines.

Insulator: An object made of a material like glass, porcelain or compos-
ite polymer that is a poor conductor of electricity. Insulators are used to
attach conductors to the transmission structure and to prevent a short
circuit from happening between the conductor and the structure.

Right-of-way: Land area legally acquired for a specific purpose, such as
the placement of transmission facilities and for maintenance access.

Substation: A facility that monitors and controls electrical power flows,
uses high voltage circuit breakers to protect power lines and transforms
voltage levels as needed to further distribute the energy into the 
electrical grid.

How do the pieces fit together? 
The conductors are attached to the structures
by insulators that prevent contact between the
conductor and the structure, because contact
between the two could result in a short circuit,
potentially interrupting the power supply. The
foundation, structure and insulators must be
strong enough to support the weight of the
conductor and any wind and ice loads. Shield
wires attached to the top of the structures pro-
vide protection against lightning strikes, mini-
mizing the possibility of storm-related outages.

CapX 2020 Group 1 proposed projects
Bemidji-Grand Rapids (230-kV)

Fargo-Alexandria-St. Cloud-Monticello (345-kV)

SE Twin Cities-Rochester-La Crosse (345-kV)

Brookings, SD-SE Twin Cites (345-kV)



Proposed CapX 2020 transmission line characteristics
The conductors, structure type, configuration, right-of-way parameters and other design characteristics of the 345-kilovolt (kV) and 
230-kV lines proposed by CapX 2020 will be considered by the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission and other relevant regulatory
bodies in Wisconsin, North Dakota and South Dakota, as part of the approval
process. The characteristics of any associated 161-kV lines will be decided by 
either the relevant state regulatory agency or a local governmental authority.

In addition to line voltage (i.e. 345-kV, 230-kV), typical determining factors in
deciding the type and configuration of a structure are conductor number and size,
wind or ice loads, terrain, structure spacing, right-of-way width and existing build-
ings adjacent to the corridor for the proposed lines.

H-frame structure

Single circuit single 
pole structure

Double circuit single 
pole structure

Why don’t the CapX 2020 proposals include underground lines?
The proposed CapX 2020 Group 1 projects call for overhead lines. Underground lines usually are used only in
heavily congested urban areas and when there is no viable overhead corridor, such as near an airport. Lines
normally are buried only for short distances – a few miles at a time.

The two biggest difficulties with burying lines are cost and the time required to make repairs if there are 
failures. An equivalent underground line can cost more than 10 times the amount of an overhead line, and it 
creates technical and operational challenges. Significantly more time is necessary to locate and diagnose a
problem on an underground line, and repairs can disrupt service for extended periods. Installing underground
lines also can have a considerable environmental impact.

345-kV line characteristics 
CONDUCTORS. Each phase would consist of bundled aluminum stranded, steel core conductors sized to carry
the appropriate amount of electricity. CapX 2020 proposes that the same conductor and bundled configuration
be used for all of the 345-kV single circuit and double circuit transmission lines in the Group 1 projects.

STRUCTURES. For 345-kV lines, single steel poles are suitable for single or double circuits and wooden 
or steel H-frame structures can be used for single circuits.

Single pole structures are made of self-weathering or galvanized steel and placed on concrete foundations.
Single circuit steel poles vary in height from 120 to 150 feet and double circuit structures vary from 140 to
170 feet. Spans (or distance) between structures range from 800 to 1000 feet.

H-frame structures are two wood or steel poles with wood or steel cross bracing and conductor supports. They
can be embedded in the ground without a foundation and vary in height from 100 to 150 feet, depending on
the span between structures. These structures are suitable only for single circuit configurations.

RIGHT-OF-WAY. A single or double circuit 345-kV line typically requires a 150-foot wide right-of-way. A 
narrower right-of-way may be acceptable where a transmission line is located adjacent to a pre-existing line,
road or pipeline corridor.

230-kV line characteristics
CONDUCTORS. Each phase would consist of bundled aluminum stranded, steel core conductors sized to
carry the appropriate amount of electricity.

STRUCTURES. For 230-kV lines, single steel poles are suitable structures for single or double circuits and
wooden or steel H-frame structures can be used for single circuits. Single circuit steel poles vary in height 
from 75 to 120 feet and double circuit steel poles vary from 95 to 145 feet. Spans between structures range
from 600 to 900 feet. H-frame structures for 230-kV lines vary in height from 90 to 120 feet, depending on
the span between structures.

RIGHT-OF-WAY. A 230-kV line typically requires a 125-foot right-of-way.

Transmission substation

7-22-2008
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How are landowners paid for an easement?
Landowners typically are given a one-time payment based
on fair market value for easement rights to their land.
Landowners can elect to spread the payment out over 
time. For instance, landowners can choose to receive
installments with interest paid annually on the remaining
balance. Traditionally, the easement payment is based on 
a percentage of the appraised land value. Also, of course,
the majority of land still is usable, particularly in agricultural
settings where farmers can continue to use the land for
raising crops or as pasture.

Landowners also are eligible for reasonable compensation
for property damage that may occur when the transmission
line is constructed and in the future during repair and 
maintenance, as described in the easement document. 

Who pays property taxes for the right-of-way 
on which the transmission line is constructed?  
The landowner continues to pay property taxes on the right-
of-way, although some states, including Minnesota, may
provide landowners a property tax credit in proportion to the
length of the transmission line that crosses their property.

What easement rights will be needed for the 
construction of a power line?
The CapX2020 projects will require easements that allow
for surveying, construction, operation and maintenance of 
a transmission line across a defined right-of-way located 
on the landowner’s property. These easements will include
the right to clear, trim and remove vegetation and trees 
from within the right-of-way, as well as tall and dangerously
leaning trees adjacent to the right-of-way that may threaten
the line if they fall.

What is an easement?
An easement is a permanent right authorizing a person or
party to use the land or property of another for a particular
purpose. In this case, a utility acquires certain rights to
build and maintain a transmission line. Landowners are
paid a fair price for the easement and can continue to use
the land for most purposes, although some restrictions are
included in the agreement. The easement instrument is 
the legal document that must be signed by the landowner
before the utility can proceed. 

What is a right-of-way?
A right-of-way is the actual land area acquired for a specific
purpose, such as a transmission line or roadway.

What is the difference between an easement 
and a right-of-way?
Simply put, an easement is a land right and a right-of-way
is the physical land area upon which the facilities (transmis-
sion line, roadway, buildings, etc.) are located. 

How long does an easement last?
Easements are perpetual and are not subject to termination
or expiration. Once an easement is signed, it becomes part 
of the property record. The utility, the landowner who signed
the easement and all future owners of the property are bound
by the terms of the easement agreement. The utility can, 
at some point, choose to release the easement rights if it
removes the transmission line and abandons the right-of-way.
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W
hen people talk about building new 
transmission lines, they often refer to 
an “easement” or a “right-of-way” (ROW).
Although the terms often are used inter-

changeably, they are distinct concepts.  



What activities are allowed within the easement area?
Land within the right-of-way may be used for any purpose
that does not interfere with the construction, operation or
maintenance of the transmission line. In agricultural areas,
the land may be used for crop production and pasture. 
In areas where the land will be developed, streets, lawn
extensions, underground utilities, curbs and gutters, etc.,
may cross the right-of-way with prior written permission
from the utility.

Why are there restrictions on the land?
Providing electrical energy is an essential public service,
and some restrictions are necessary within the right-of-way
to maintain reliability. Utilities have determined that the
best way to prevent outages is to restrict the placement of
structures within the right-of-way. If a building or structure 
in the right-of-way caught fire, it could burn into the power
line and take the line out of service for an extended time.
Additionally, buildings or other structures in the right-of-way
can hamper maintenance crews from accessing the line if
an outage occurs. 

What are the main building and plant 
restrictions in the easement?
Conditions will vary, but the primary building and planting
restrictions within the right-of-way are in place to ensure
that a utility has the necessary clearance for operation 
and maintenance, and to comply with the National
Electrical Safety Code. Restrictions within the right-of-way
strip prohibit constructing buildings and structures, storing
flammable materials and planting tall-growing trees. 

Why doesn’t the utility just buy the land instead 
of negotiating an easement?
Utilities’ main interest is in simply acquiring the rights to a
piece of land in order to build and maintain a transmission
line. Owning the land is not required to do this. 

Landowners, for the most part, prefer to retain ownership of
the property so they can maintain better control over its use
within the easement restrictions. Often, retaining ownership
allows the landowner continued use of the property for
things such as agricultural operations, yard extensions or
open space, allowing the property to continue to contribute
positively and productively to the owner and the public.
Most adjacent uses pose no threat to the line and do not
create a public hazard. 

Generally, how large is the area covered by 
an easement or a right-of-way?
The voltage and the type of transmission structure being
built determine the size of the right-of-way. For 345-kV
lines, the typical right-of-way is up to 150 feet wide.  

What happens when the landowner and utility 
cannot agree on the easement or payment?
If an agreement cannot be reached, a utility may pursue a
state-governed process called condemnation, under which 
a judge and a panel of impartial individuals decide whether
the easement is needed and its value. The condemnation
process varies from state to state. In general, states 
establish strict procedures for determining the amount a
landowner should be paid by a utility for acquiring a right
for construction and maintenance of a transmission line. A
government’s right to acquire – or authorize the acquisition
of – private property for public use, with just compensation
being given to the owner, is called eminent domain.

In some states when a transmission line crosses a rural
property, a landowner, under certain conditions, may request
that the utility purchase the entire property.

* This fact sheet is not a legal document. It is meant to 
provide general information about easements and rights-of-
way. Individual state statutes differ and each utility has its
own process.  
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System assessment (ongoing)
Transmission planners continually evaluate the transmission system, and based on load growth forecasts (customer electricity use) and other factors identify system additions or
enhancements that need to be made. Some factors include: system performance, reliability standards, interconnection requests for new customers and power plants, need for 
replacement of aged or undersized facilities, eliminate constraints, and regulatory and legislative energy policy goals. Most utilities update their plans every year.

Evaluate alternatives (1-2 years)
Planners use sophisticated computer models that simulate the operation and performance of the transmission system under various scenarios. When system needs or inadequa-
cies are encountered during evaluation, alternatives are identified — upgrading a line to a higher voltage, adding substations or proposing new transmission lines, for example — 
and improvements are made to ensure the system continues to deliver reliable electricity. Planners work with neighboring utilities and other stakeholders to identify preferred
upgrades and alternatives. Cost and environmental and social impacts are considered. Planners work with the Midwest Independent Transmission System Operator (MISO) and
the Mid-Continent Area Power Pool (MAPP) to conduct this planning, including open forums attended by regulatory agency staff and other interested persons and organizations.

Project scope (six months)
After evaluating the alternatives, utilities develop detailed project scopes, including budget, engineering details and timing. Both preferred and alternative projects and/or
routes are further developed.

Preparation of regulatory documents (1-1.5 years)
In Minnesota, the most common document required for regulatory approval of a transmission line is a Certificate of Need (CON) application, which includes a
project overview with specific details on need, project descriptions, electric projections, system configuration, policy issues, alternatives, general routes, cost and
environmental information. Similar regulatory approval processes are required in all states.

Certificate of Need application (1-1.5 years)
Depending on the project’s scope, a state regulatory agency can take 12 months or more to review the application. In Minnesota, an administrative law
judge (ALJ) is appointed by the Public Utilities Commission (PUC) to oversee the proceedings, including scheduling, filing of testimony, intervenor involve-
ment, and public and evidentiary hearings. After hearings are complete, the ALJ reviews all documents, testimony and public comments, and makes a 
recommendation to the PUC on whether the CON should be granted. Both written and verbal comments, as well as attendance at environmental scoping
meetings, are taken throughout the proceedings and included in the official record. The PUC makes the final determination on the need for the proposed
transmission lines.

Route proposal development/route application filing (1-3 years)
Route development teams use state-mandated criteria to develop at least two route options. The PUC evaluates the application, holds public 
hearings on the potential routes and certifies the final route. In Minnesota, the Department of Commerce, Office of Energy Security will develop 
an Environmental Impact Statement. Public comments can be submitted throughout the process. In some cases, the Route Permit application is
combined with the Certificate of Need application into a single proceeding.

Agency filings (1 year)
Depending on the type of land that could be impacted, various federal agencies may be involved in reviewing and approving environmental
aspects of the transmission line proposal. In most cases an Environmental Assessment Worksheet is prepared. In others, a more detailed
Environmental Impact Statement is prepared.

Easements (1 year)
When a Route Permit application is approved, utilities begin negotiations with landowners to acquire easements for construction
and maintenance of the project.

Engineering/surveying (1 year)
Detailed, site-specific surveying is done concurrent with easement negotiations.

Materials acquisition (1 year)
Construction materials — concrete, transmission line towers and conductor/wire — can often take up to one year or
more to obtain. During this time, preparation for construction occurs, including scheduling construction crews and
identifying staging areas.

Construction (1-2 years)
Depending on the line’s scope and size, construction can take two years or more.

Energizing the line
The newly constructed line is connected to the existing transmission grid and tested for reliability
and safety. Once it passes all testing requirements, it is energized to deliver electricity.

Delivering electricity you can rely on
www.capx2020.com

Transmission planning through construction:
A decade-long process

Public utilities have a legal obligation and responsibility to assess the electric system and plan and build the facilities necessary to deliver reliable electric service
to customers. Building new transmission facilities to carry electricity isn’t a quick and simple process. It can take up to 10 years to assess needs, plan and study
alternatives, prepare and file regulatory documents, host public meetings, negotiate easements, and engineer and construct the lines. Numerous regulatory 
agencies are also involved in the process. Below is an in-depth look at the timeline in Minnesota.



Upper Midwest High Voltage Transmission Projects
1967-2007
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The last significant additions made to the high voltage transmission system in Minnesota and the surrounding areas
were about 25 years ago.

The following is a list of major transmission line construction projects from the last 40 years. This list does not
include short sections of transmission line or some conversions from single circuit to double circuit.

1967 King power plant, Oak Park Heights, MN to Eau Claire, WI, 103 miles (345-kV AC)

1967-1973 Minneapolis Metro Loop and initial outlets King, Sherburne County Units I&II, Monticello and 
Prairie Island Units I&II (345-kV AC)

1967-1979 Taconite Development, NE MN, 420 miles (230-kV AC)

1968 Maple River, ND to Wahpeton, ND, 55 miles (230-kV AC) 

1970 Maple River, ND to Winger, MN, 61 miles (230-kV AC)

1970 Grand Forks, ND to Winger, MN, 59 miles (230-kV AC)

1970 Grand Forks, ND to the Canadian Border (Manitoba Hydro), 79 miles (230-kV AC) 

1970 Center, ND to Maple River, ND, 211 miles (230-kV AC)  

1974 Big Stone Unit I – Outlets (Commercial 1975) 
To Hankinson, ND, 70 miles (230-kV AC)
To Gary, SD, 33 miles (230-kV AC) 

1975 Stanton, ND to Ft. Thompson, SD, 244 miles (345-kV AC)
Stanton, ND to Watertown, SD, 283 miles (345-kV AC)

1977 Square Butte, Center, ND to Duluth, MN, 465 miles (250-kV DC) 
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1978 CU Line, Underwood, ND to Delano, MN, 430 miles (400-kV DC)  

1979 Winger, MN to Wilton, MN, 53 miles (230-kV AC)  

1979 Canadian Border (Ridgeway) to Moranville, MN, 116 miles (230-kV AC)

1979 Dorsey, Manitoba to Chisago, MN, 680 Miles (500-kV AC)

1979 Center, ND to Maple River, ND  
(The 211 mile Center – Maple River line was energized in 1970. A voltage conversion to 345-kV 
that involved no new line construction was completed in 1979)

1981 Beulah, ND to Center, ND, 35 miles (345-kV AC)

1983 Harvey, ND to Underwood, ND, 72 miles (230-kV AC)

1984 Beulah, ND to Huron, SD, 299 miles (345-kV AC)

1993 Dorsey, Manitoba to Chisago, MN, upgrade
(The Dorsey-Chisago line was energized in 1979 with a capacity of 800 MW. In 1993 the power 
transfer capacity of the line was increased to 1,400 MW with the addition of series compensation.
This increase in capacity did not involve new transmission line construction. )

2002 Harvey, ND to Glenborough, Manitoba, 97 miles (230-kV AC)

2007 Duluth, MN to Weston, WI, 220 miles (345-kV AC) 

2007-2008 Lakefield Junction, MN to Split Rock, SD, 88 miles (345-kV AC)



Electricity usage continues to climb
Plus, thirteen simple ways to save both energy and money

• Statistics aren’t necessary to show the dramatic increase
in the number of appliances and electronics found in
American homes. Consumers just need to look at their
monthly utility bills. According to the U.S. Department of
Energy, washers and dryers, computers, water heaters and
other appliances and electronics account for 20 percent
of the total energy bill in an average American home.

• “Phantom loads” refers to the energy used by appliances
and electronic devices – TVs, DVD players, microwaves
and computers, to name a few – when they’re plugged in
but not turned on. In the average U.S. home, 75 percent
of the energy used to power electronics is consumed
while the devices are turned off (U.S. Department of
Energy), costing the average household up to $1,000
annually.

• Computer always on? If so, it uses as much power as 
an energy efficient refrigerator, 70 to 250 watts.

Larger homes use more electricity
• The average single-family home in the Midwest is nearly

45 percent larger today than it was in 1980 (2008
Buildings Energy Data Book).

• The percentage of homes with central air conditioning in
Minnesota more than doubled in the past 25 years –
jumping from just 27 percent in 1983 to 66 percent in
2006 (2006 Xcel Energy Minnesota Home Use Study).

• All homes – both new and existing – have more electric
appliances than ever before. Thirty percent of homes in
1970 had an electric clothes dryer; in 2007, that number
nearly tripled to 80 percent of households.

In the Midwest, for example, sub-zero temperatures pushed
electricity demand to an all-time winter peak of 103,254
megawatts in mid-December 2008.

Our electricity demand has risen in proportion both to the
growing number of electronic items and appliances we
depend on and to the increasing size of our homes. While
our electricity usage has increased, our expectations have
remained constant: We expect reliable power when we 
need it.

Meanwhile, the electric transmission grid in the Upper
Midwest hasn’t had a major upgrade in nearly 30 years. 
The CapX2020 proposed transmission lines would address
these growing electric needs.

Americans are using more electricity
• In 2007, the average household had 25 consumer 

electronic products, such as computers, DVD players,
video game consoles, cordless phones, digital cameras
and high-definition televisions. In 1975, the average
household had less than two (Consumer Electronics
Association).

• More than 80 percent of Americans have a cell phone
and most are recharged daily (CEA consumer survey). continued on back
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W
hy does the electric transmission grid need to

be expanded? The simple answer: Because

we’re using more electricity than we did just 

a few years ago – and it’s expected to grow

another 40 percent by 2030 (U.S. Energy Information

Administration). 



Average homes have more TVs than people
• Today, 99 percent of U.S. households own a TV; two-thirds

have three or more.

• Computers and televisions now account for 10 percent of
a home’s electricity use. The average household energy
bill is expected to grow between 12 and 15 percent by
2015 because consumers are switching to plasma, LCD
and projection televisions.

• A 42-inch plasma television also uses two-and-a-half
times more electricity than a standard 27-inch TV.

• Entertainment centers – TVs, cable or satellite boxes, DVD
players and game consoles – can have an energy price
tag of $200 annually. Compare that to the $30 price tag
to operate a regular 28-inch TV each year.

• In January 2007, 41 million U.S. households owned a
home theater system, more than double January 1998’s
18 million (Consumer Electronics Association).

Looking for ways to save energy and a little money doing so?
Follow these tips.

• Turn lights off when they’re not needed. The average house-
hold spends 10 percent of its budget on lighting (U.S.
Department of Energy). Switching to compact fluorescent
lamps (CFLs) could save between 50 and 75 percent on
monthly lighting costs, or $30 per bulb over a CFL’s life.
Changing out just five 100-watt incandescent light bulbs
can save $7.50 per month.

• Water heating can account for up to 30 percent of your
energy bill. Save up to 10 percent by lowering your water
heater temperature 20 degrees, from 140 to 120 degrees.

• Shave up to 20 percent off your energy bill annually by
installing a programmable thermostat. Set it back 10 to 15
percent for eight hours a day. Your best bet: Install it away
from drafty areas, like windows and doors, so your heating
system doesn’t run too often.

• During heating season, clean or replace your furnace 
filters monthly.

• Open window coverings during the day to let warm 
sunshine in; close them at night to keep the heat in and
the cold out.

• Plug air leaks in your home using inexpensive foam strips
or caulking, which can cut heating and cooling costs by 
5 to 30 percent.

• Washing clothes? Opt for the cold-water cycle – 90 percent
of the energy used for washing is for heating water – and
save up to $60 per year.

• Install energy and water-saving showerheads and aerators.

• Turn off the digital photo frame – it costs about $9 per year
to power – and the cable or satellite set-top box, which
costs another $27. That’s about half of what an Energy Star
refrigerator consumes.

• Turn off your computer, which loses about 50 percent of its
energy as heat. Even simply putting it to “sleep” can save
about $60 per year.

• Plug home electronics into powerstrips, and turn them off
when the equipment isn’t in use.

• Unplug your microwave. It uses more energy when it’s not
in use than it does when it is.

• Get rid of the second refrigerator or freezer.

1-06-2009

WAYS TO SAVE ENERGY

For other energy-saving tips, visit the following Web sites:
http://www.xcelenergy.com/SiteCollectionDocuments/docs/UsingElectricityAtHome.pdf

www.responsiblebynature.com

http://xeenergysmart.xcelenergy.com.evohst.org/flash-page

http://www.mnpower.com/powerofone/one_home/do_at_home/index.htm

http://apps1.eere.energy.gov/consumer/

http://www.energysavers.gov/



Electric and Magnetic Fields (EMF): the Basics
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als, magnetic fields do not interact with and are not affected by
walls and clothes and other barriers. 

Research studies on the biological effects of EMF often focus 
on magnetic fields because they are not blocked by ordinary
materials and because power line magnetic fields can create
weak electric currents in the body by a process called ‘induc-
tion’. Induced currents from 60 Hz EMF are weaker than the 
natural currents found in the body, such as those from the 
electrical activity generated by your brain or your heart. Such
induced currents are also much weaker than the currents you
might experience from a mild electric shock.

Why are you calling them electric and magnetic fields instead
of electromagnetic fields? Is there a difference?
These terms are often used interchangeably, and both electric
and magnetic fields from power lines and electromagnetic fields
may be abbreviated as EMF. However, there are important 
differences between power line EMF and radio waves. 

The frequency (i.e., the rate of time variation) of fields produced
by the generation, transmission and use of electricity – typical 
of most household and office appliances and power lines – are
low, and electric and magnetic fields exist separately. At higher
frequencies, such as with radio or TV signals, the fields are 
interrelated, and are more accurately described by the term
‘electromagnetic’. 

Radio and TV electromagnetic waves are meant to transmit away
from the antenna and carry radio frequency energy to the receiv-
er. The EMF from power lines is too low in frequency to carry
energy away, and the electric power stays on the utility lines.

EMF exists wherever electricity is produced or used, and EMF
surrounds any electrical appliance or wire that is conducting
electricity. Everyone is exposed to these fields at home when 
you turn on a lamp, e-mail a friend, or use an electric oven or
microwave to cook your dinner. In all likelihood, you’re surround-
ed by EMF from electrical equipment in your workplace, too. 

The electric power we use daily is a 60-Hertz (Hz) alternating
current, meaning that electric charges move back and forth
60 times a second. We use ‘EMF’ in this fact sheet in refer-
ence to these 60 Hz fields, called ‘extremely low frequency’ 
or ‘power frequency’ fields, which are distinct from the much
higher frequency fields associated with radio and TV waves,
and cell phone signals.  

What are electric and magnetic fields?
Electric fields are created by voltage – the higher the voltage,
the stronger the field. Anytime an electrical appliance is plugged
in, even if it isn’t on, an electric field is created in its vicinity. But
these fields are easily blocked by walls, trees, and even your
clothes and skin, and the farther away you move from the source
of the electric field, the weaker it becomes. Moving even a few
feet away from an appliance makes a big difference in the
strength of the field that you’re exposed to. Electric fields are
measured in kilovolts per meter (kV/m).  

Magnetic fields, measured in milliGauss (mG), are produced 
by electric current and only exist when an electric appliance is
turned on – the higher the current, the greater the magnetic
field. As with electric fields, the strength of a magnetic field 
dissipates rapidly as you move away from its source. However,
unlike electric fields that are easily blocked by ordinary materi-

www.capx2020.com

E
lectric charges are present in all matter, but most objects are electrically neutral because positive and negative
charges are present in equal numbers. When the balance of electric charges is altered, electrical effects are experi-
enced, such as the attraction between a comb and our hair or the drawing of sparks after walking on a synthetic
rug in the wintertime. The voltage on an electrical wire is caused by electric charges that can exert forces on other

nearby charges, and this force is called an ‘electric field’ (E). When charges move they produce an electric current that
can exert forces on other electric currents, and this force between electric currents is called a ‘magnetic field’ (M). 



Thus, the EMF from power lines should not be called radiation 
or emissions. More importantly, neither power line EMF nor 
radio electromagnetic waves should be confused with ionizing
radiation, such as X-rays. Because of its dramatically higher 
frequency, ionizing radiation (like X-rays) has enough energy to
alter chemical bonds and damage biological molecules, some-
thing that lower frequencies in the electromagnetic spectrum
(power lines, radio, TV, microwaves, infrared) cannot do.

What are some of the things in my home 
and at work that produce EMF?
Anything that generates, distributes or uses electricity creates
electric and magnetic fields. Below is a list of some appliances
and machines commonly found in homes or offices and the
magnetic field levels found nearby.

We also encounter a wide variety of EMF in other ways – natural
and man-made. The earth’s atmosphere creates slowly varying
electric fields, and thunderstorms produce very intense electric
fields that are occasionally discharged by a lightning bolt. The
earth’s core produces a steady magnetic field, as can easily be
demonstrated with a compass needle. This magnetic field has 
a strength of about 550 mG, and this knowledge provides a 
perspective on the size of the magnetic fields produced by an
electric transmission line. 

Magnetic fields from the earth or from small magnets exert
forces on electric currents or on other magnetic objects, as
when a compass needle orients toward a magnet. Magnetic
fields are common in our lives. Many children’s toys contain
magnets and many of us use refrigerator magnets, generating
fields of abouty 100,000 to 500,000 mG. An increasingly
common diagnostic procedure, magnetic resonance imaging
(MRI), uses fields of about 20,000,000 mG. If you were to
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Figure 2a. Typical EMF Levels for a 161-kV Transmission Line

Electric field (kV/m)
Magnetic field (mG)

Magnetic field 6 inches Magnetic field
from appliance (mG) 2 feet away (mG)

Electric shaver 100 –
Vacuum cleaner 300 10
Electric oven 9 –
Dishwasher 20 4
Microwave oven 200 10
Hair dryer 300 –
Computers 14 2
Fluorescent lights 40 2
Faxogram machines 6 –
Copy machines 90 7
Garbage disposals 80 2

Figure 1. Typical 60 Hz magnetic field levels from some
common home appliances

Source: National Institute of Environmental Health Services / National Institutes of
Health: EMF Associated with the Use of Electric Power

spin a magnet at a rate of 60 times a second, you would 
get an alternating magnetic field like the fields produced by
power lines. 

How can I find out what EMF levels I’m exposed to 
at home and at work?
You can monitor your daily exposure to magnetic fields by wear-
ing a personal exposure meter (called a magnetometer or gauss-
meter) or by keeping one close to you. This is the most accurate
way to measure your true exposure to magnetic fields during the
course of your normal activities. Other meters can be put in a
location – like your kitchen or home office – to measure typical
EMF levels in that spot. This type of measurement isn’t an accu-
rate measure of personal exposure, however, because it doesn’t
take into account your distance from the source of the fields or
the amount of time you might spend in that place. 

Contact your local electric service provider. Most utilities offer 
a free measurement service to customers for their homes or
businesses. 

What are ‘typical’ residential exposures to magnetic fields?
Exposure levels vary from individual to individual and from home
to home, but a study by the Electric Power Research Institute
(EPRI) puts the background levels of power line magnetic fields
in the typical U.S. home at between 0.5 mG and 4 mG with an
average of 0.9 mG. Levels rise the closer you get to the source
of the field. Most people are exposed to greater magnetic fields
at work than in their homes. See Figure 1.

What EMF levels are found near transmission lines?
All transmission lines produce EMF. The fields are the strongest
directly under the lines and drop dramatically the farther away
you move. Contact your local utility to find out EMF information
about a particular transmission line near you. See Figures 2a-c. 



Do underground lines reduce EMF levels?
Because magnetic fields are unaffected by ordinary materials,
burying power lines won’t keep the fields from passing through
the ground. Additionally, underground lines can produce higher
levels of magnetic fields directly above them at ground level
because these lines are located closer to you than overhead
lines, although the strength of the magnetic field from under-
ground lines falls away more quickly with distance than from
overhead lines. But, compared to overhead lines, underground
lines are significantly more expensive to install, more difficult 
to repair and can have greater environmental impacts. Since 
current research results provide no conclusive connection

between EMF exposure and health effects, burying lines isn’t a
reasonable alternative.

Are there state or federal standards for EMF exposure?
There are no federal standards limiting residential or occupation-
al EMF exposure. The EMF levels produced by appliances vary
from manufacturer to manufacturer and model to model. The
designs of many newer model appliances, in general, often 
produce lower fields than older models. There is no federal certi-
fication program on EMF levels so beware of advertisements on
appliances making claims of federal government certification of
low or zero EMF levels. 

Do exposures to power line EMF affect my health?
This issue has been studied for more than 30 years by govern-
ment and scientific institutions all over the world. The balance 
of scientific evidence indicates that exposure to EMF does not
cause disease. (See the Sources and useful links section of this
fact sheet for more information on studies about EMF and
health.)

In 2002 the Minnesota Department of Health released “A White
Paper on Electric and Magnetic Field Policy and Mitigation
Options.” Regarding the links between EMF and health effects,
the report states:

“The Minnesota Department of Health concludes that the current
body of evidence is insufficient to establish a cause and effect
relationship between EMF and adverse health effects.” (page 36)

•The entire 2002 report is available at
www.capx2020.com/documents.html.

Does EMF interfere with pacemakers or other medical devices?
High levels of power line EMF can interfere with a pacemaker’s
ability to sense normal electrical activity in the heart. Most
often, the electric circuitry in a pacemaker might detect the
interference of an external field and direct the pacemaker to 
fire in a regular, life-preserving mode. This isn’t considered haz-
ardous and is actually a life-preserving default feature. There
have been cases with dual-chamber pacemakers triggering inap-
propriate pacing before the life-preserving mode takes over. 

The American Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists
(ACGIH) issued guidelines for EMF exposure for workers with
pacemakers or implantable defibrillators. Maximum safe expo-
sure for workers with these medical devices at 60 Hz (the 
frequency of most transmission lines) is 1 G (1,000 mG) for
magnetic fields and 1 kV/m for electric fields. 

Nonelectronic metallic implants (artificial limbs, screws, pins,
etc.) can be affected by high magnetic fields like those pro-
duced by MRI devices but are generally unaffected by the lower
magnetic fields produced by most sources. 
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Figure 2b. Typical EMF Levels for a 230-kV Transmission Line

Electric field (kV/m)
Magnetic field (mG)
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Figure 2c. Typical EMF Levels for a 345-kV Transmission Line

Electric field (kV/m)
Magnetic field (mG)

Source: CapX 2020 Certificate of Need application to the Minnesota Public Utilities
Commission for three 345-kV transmission line projects (8/16/2007, MPUC Docket 
No. ET02, E-002/CN-06-1115)



Sources and useful links
The following are links to more information and studies on EMF:

•The National Institute of Environmental Health Services (NIEHS)
offers information on a variety of EMF topics. In June of 2002
they prepared EMF: Electric and Magnetic Fields Associated
with the Use of Electric Power, Questions and Answers. This
booklet, along with other helpful links, can be found at
www.niehs.nih.gov/health/topics/agents/emf/.

•“A White Paper on Electric and Magnetic Field Policy and
Mitigation Options,” prepared by the Minnesota Interagency
Working Group on EMF Issues.
www.capx2020.com/documents.html

•Electric and Magnetic Fields: Facts, Western Area Power
Administration. www.wapa.gov/newsroom/pdf/emfbook.pdf

•“Electromagnetic fields and public health,” World Health
Organization fact sheet,
www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs322/en/index.html.
More general information on EMF can be found at
www.who.int/peh-emf/en/.

•“Unproven Risks – Non-Ionizing Radiation” (2008), The
American Cancer Society. www.cancer.org/docroot/NWS/
content/NWS_2_1x_The_Environment_and_Cancer_Risk.asp 
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How can I reduce my exposure to EMF?
If you wish to reduce EMF levels in your vicinity you can do so by
recognizing that your exposure is determined by the strength of the
magnetic fields given off by things around you, your distance from
the source of the field and how much time you spend in the field. 

Creating distance between yourself and the sources of EMF is the
easiest way to reduce exposure. Standing back – even an arm’s
length away – from appliances that are in use is a simple first
step. Remember, EMF decreases dramatically with distance. This
is more feasible with some appliances than with others, but the
following simple recommendations will help you reduce your EMF
exposure at home: 

•Move motor-driven electric clocks or other electrical devices
away from your bed.

•Be aware that electric motors change electricity into mechanical
energy by using magnetic fields, so any motorized appliance
(e.g., hairdryers, shavers, fans, vacuum cleaners, air condition-
ers) will produce magnetic fields.

•Stand away from operating appliances that use a lot of electricity.

•Sit a few feet away from the TV and at least an arm’s length
from the computer screen. Liquid crystal or plasma displays
(LCDs), however, produce very low levels of EMF compared to
the older cathode-ray tube (CRT) displays.

•Limit the time you’re exposed to a magnetic field by turning appli-
ances, like computer monitors, off when you’re not using them. 



Birds and Power Lines

Delivering electricity you can rely on

Central Minnesota Municipal Power Agency

Dairyland Power Cooperative

Great River Energy

Minnesota Power

Minnkota Power Cooperative

Missouri River Energy Services

Otter Tail Power Company

Rochester Public Utilities

Southern Minnesota Municipal Power Agency

WPPI Energy

Xcel Energy

Utilities use several strategies to reduce the number of birds that
are injured and killed when they contact power lines or electrical
equipment. The strategies are: 

• Preventive – conducting risk assessments and using avian-safe
design standards where possible.

• Reactive – documenting mortalities, notifying resource agencies
and applying remedial measures where appropriate. 

• Proactive – educating employees and being involved in 
organizations that conduct avian interaction research. 

Some basic information regarding bird power line interactions is
provided below. For more information go to www.aplic.org.

Roosting and Nest Management
Utility structures and equipment are attractive to birds for roosting
and building nests. Utilities try to minimize the risk of electrocu-
tion or injury to birds, of damage to electrical equipment and of
outages to customers that may result when birds come in contact
with power lines and structures. Perch discouragers are used to try
to keep birds from perching or roosting on utility equipment. Nest
management programs include installing nest boxes or platforms
in safe areas on or near utility structures, where warranted.
Additionally, utility personnel are educated on nest reporting, nest
removal and platform construction. 

Electrocution
Electrocution of birds typically is not associated with transmission
lines greater than 138 kilovolts (kV) because generally the electri-
cal components are far enough apart to avoid a bird making con-
tact with two of them and fatally completing a circuit. Problems
that do arise can be corrected in two primary ways:

1) Isolation: Moving the components farther apart to get the 
necessary clearance. 

2) Insulation: Using covers on various electrical components 
to prevent contact with the component that would cause 
the electrocution.  

www.capx2020.com

Nest management



Collisions
Many factors can affect the likelihood of bird collisions with 
power lines:
• Habitat (if the line bisects critical habitat) 
• A bird’s size and maneuverability
• Flight altitude
• Bird behavior (chasing prey, interactions within or 

between species, flocking)
• A bird’s age and gender
• Time of day
• Weather (fog, high winds, heavy precipitation)
• Land use (refuges, agricultural fields, landfills, 

cooling ponds)
• Topography
• Line configuration (grounding wire is thinner and harder 

to see; lines configured vertically tend to be less visible 
that those configured horizontally)  

• Human disturbance (hunting, agricultural and recreational 
activities)

Collision Minimization Measures
Pre-construction efforts 
• Use vegetation, topography or man-made structures 

to shield lines
• Cluster lines together
• Site lines away from obvious flyways if possible 

Post-construction efforts
• Modify habitats
• Create habitats on the same side of the power line to 

minimize crossings
• Minimize human activities/disturbance near the line 

(educational process)

Marking Lines
Marking lines with various types of markers can decrease but not
eliminate bird collisions. The different types of markers vary in
effectiveness. Devices include bird and swan flight diverters and
clamp-on markers. Examples of these devices are shown in the
photos.

Utilities have used a variety of these markers on their lines. The
decision to use them is based on:

• Effectiveness
• A line’s voltage rating
• The markers’ weight
• Wind/ice loading factors
• Durability
• Ease of installation
• Effect on the viewshed 
• Susceptibility to vandalism

5-05-2009

Bird flight diverters

Clamp-on markers
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H a m p t o n  ▪  R o c h e s t e r  ▪  L a  C r o s s e  3 4 5  k V  T r a n s m i s s i o n  P r o j e c t

COMMENT FORM
Public Scoping Meetings

We need your input. Please take a few minutes to provide your comments or questions for the 
USDA RUS Federal Environmental Impact Statement process and return your completed form 
today or mail by July 25, 2009. Your comments help in the planning and implementation of 
the project. Thank you.

Completing this form will automatically add you to our mailing list. If you prefer to not be on the 
mailing list, please check the box below.

I do not wish to be on the project mailing list

Which meeting did you attend? ________________________________________________

Please check the following issues that are important to you for transmission line siting.

Project Purpose and Need 

Visual / Aesthetic resources

Proximity to residences

Land use (agriculture, residential, recreation)

Water resources (fl oodplains, river crossings)

Biological resources (wildlife habitat, raptors)

Historic and cultural sites

Radio or television interference

Noise

Health and safety

Other: ___________________________________________________________________

What additional key issues should be addressed when assessing the potential impacts of 
this project?
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________

THANK YOU FOR TAKING THE TIME TO PARTICIPATE.

Please submit comments by the following means:

•  Leave this form at the public meeting.
•  Mail the form or a letter to the address below.
•  Submit comments electronically at www.capx2020.com/Projects/project_tc-roch-lac.html 

Please mail this form or electronically submit your comments by July 25, 2009.

FOLD HERE

1400 Independence Ave. SW, MAIL STOP 1571
Washington, DC 20250-1571

Stephanie A. Strength
1400 Independence Ave. SW, MAIL STOP 1571
Washington, DC 20250-1571 

TAPE HERE (DO NOT STAPLE)



If you own property in one of the proposed corridors, please indicate all the existing uses 
of your property below:

Agriculture  Residential                           Conservation Easement  
 

Commercial    Industrial  Other: ____________________ 
 

Please describe any special uses or circumstances on your property that should be 
considered when assessing the Project. Please indicate the location of your property.

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

In your opinion, what are the most sensitive resources (biological, cultural, recreational, 
etc.) in the Project area and why? 

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

In your opinion, was the project description, purpose, and need for the project 
adequately explained? If not, what additional information is needed?

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

Please tell us how to reach you.

CONTACT INFORMATION

Name: _____________________________________________________________________

Representing (Optional): _____________________________________________________

Mailing Address: ____________________________________________________________

City: _________________________________  State: ____________________  Zip Code: 

Daytime Phone (Optional): ____________________________________________________

Public participation for the Federal, Minnesota, and Wisconsin permitting processes will be ongoing for 
the Hampton- Rochester- La Crosse 345 kV Transmission Project. If you sign up for the mailing list, you 
will be notifi ed when opportunities to participate are being planned. 
Please plan to continue your involvement in the process and provide your comments. We appreciate your 
input.

H a m p t o n  ▪  R o c h e s t e r  ▪  L a  C r o s s e  3 4 5  k V  T r a n s m i s s i o n  P r o j e c t



 

 

Appendix I.  
Individual, Business, and NGO Comment Index and Comments and 
Responses 
 

 



 

 

This page intentionally left blank. 

 

 



Item Type Item Number Item Name/Commenter Comment Category Comment Code
Individual I-001 Bauer, Rich and Dawn Project Purpose and Need I-001-001

I-002 Bjorngaard, Norris and Eileen Project Purpose and Need I-002-001
Health & Safety and EMF I-002-002
Agriculture I-002-003

I-003 Borneman, Darrell Processes I-003-001
I-004 Burns, Charles Biological Resources I-004-001

Route Alternatives I-004-002
Other I-004-003
Project Purpose and Need I-004-004

I-005 Bushe, Joan Cumulative Impacts I-005-001
Health & Safety and EMF I-005-002
Route Alternatives I-005-003
Biological Resources I-005-004
Processes I-005-005
Project Purpose and Need I-005-006
Route Alternatives I-005-007

I-006 Draayer, Brian Recreation I-006-001
Route Alternatives I-006-002
Route Alternatives I-006-003

I-008 Easter, Mike Socioeconomics I-008-001
Project Purpose and Need I-008-002

I-009 Easter, Val Socioeconomics I-009-001
I-010 Grev, Loren and Chris Route Alternatives I-010-001

Route Alternatives I-010-002
Project Purpose and Need I-010-003

I-011 Honermann, Paul and Mary Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-011-001
Project Alternatives I-011-002
Land Use I-011-003
Interconnection to Generation I-011-004
Processes I-011-005
Processes I-011-006
Project Purpose and Need I-011-007

I-012 Horne, April Route Alternatives I-012-001
Horne, April Route Alternatives I-012-002

Project Purpose and Need I-012-003
I-013 Ihrke, Bruce Route Alternatives I-013-001

Residential I-013-002
Route Alternatives I-013-003
Project Purpose and Need I-013-004
A i lt I 013 005Agriculture I-013-005

 Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission System Improvement Project
Scoping Report



Item Type Item Number Item Name/Commenter Comment Category Comment Code
Individual I-014 Jackson, Marc Agriculture I-014-001

Agriculture I-014-002
Route Alternatives I-014-003

I-015 Jensen, Neil Comment Noted I-015-001
I-016 Kennedy, Beau Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-016-001

Residential I-016-002
Residential I-016-003
Biological Resources I-016-004
Biological Resources I-016-005
Processes I-016-006

I-017 Kennedy, Katie Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-017-001
Residential I-017-002
Processes I-017-003
Processes I-017-004
Project Purpose and Need I-017-005
Processes I-017-006

I-018 Kvittem, Reed Route Alternatives I-018-001
I-019 Lystrom, Donna Socioeconomics I-019-001

Route Alternatives I-019-002
Route Alternatives I-019-003

I-020 Maxwell, Vivian Conservation Easement I-020-001
Health & Safety and EMF I-020-002
Health & Safety and EMF I-020-003
Health & Safety and EMF I-020-004
Recreation I-020-005

I-021 McCann, Daniel and Jane Route Alternatives I-021-001
Conservation Easement I-021-002

I-022 Midje, Howard Agriculture I-022-001
Agriculture I-022-002
Electrical Characteristics I-022-003
Socioeconomics I-022-004
Route Alternatives I-022-005
Route Alternatives I-022-006
Socioeconomics I-022-007
Socioeconomics I-022-008

I-023 Nauss, Lee Conservation Easement I-023-001
Health & Safety and EMF I-023-002
Route Alternatives I-023-003
Health & Safety and EMF I-023-004

 Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission System Improvement Project
Scoping Report



Item Type Item Number Item Name/Commenter Comment Category Comment Code
Individual I-024 Nordstrom, Michael and Route Alternatives I-024-001

I-025 Persons, Lee Route Alternatives I-025-001
I-026 Rehard, Bruce Project Purpose and Need I-026-001
I-027 Health & Safety and EMF I-027-001

Interconnection to Generation I-027-002
I-028 Robinson, Penny Route Alternatives I-028-001

Route Alternatives I-028-002
Processes I-028-003
Route Alternatives I-028-004

I-029 Sanborn, Jay Route Alternatives I-029-001
Route Alternatives I-029-002

I-030 Scherping, Rick Comment Noted I-030-001
I-031 Schreader, Jim Historic, Arch, Cultural Sites I-031-001

Processes I-031-002
Geology and Soils I-031-003
Cumulative Impacts I-031-004
Route Alternatives I-031-005
Interconnection to Generation I-031-006

I-032 Processes I-032-001
Historic, Arch, Cultural Sites I-032-002
Historic, Arch, Cultural Sites I-032-003
Geology and Soils I-032-004

I-033 Schwanbeck, Donald Comment Noted I-033-001
I-034 Seidlitz, Robert and Betty Processes I-034-001

Historic, Arch, Cultural Sites I-034-002
Historic, Arch, Cultural Sites I-034-003

I-035 Steffes, Mike Route Alternatives I-035-001
Route Alternatives I-035-002
Project Purpose and Need I-035-003

I-036 Stoltz, Allyn Comment Noted I-036-001
I-037 Sunquist, Jim Route Alternatives I-037-001
I-038 Thomforde, Larry Project Purpose and Need I-038-001

Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-038-002
Biological Resources I-038-003

I-039 Wolter, Bob Comment Noted I-039-001
I-040 Zarling, Linda Project Purpose and Need I-040-001
I-041 Zarling, Glenn Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-041-001

Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-041-002
Route Alternatives I-041-003
H lth & S f t d EMF I 041 004Health & Safety and EMF I-041-004

 Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission System Improvement Project
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Item Type Item Number Item Name/Commenter Comment Category Comment Code
Individual I-043 Cagle, Greg Comment Noted I-043-001

I-044 Cagle, Wendy Socioeconomics I-044-001
Biological Resources I-044-002

I-045 Cyrus, Larry Project Purpose and Need I-045-001
Cumulative Impacts I-045-002
Project Purpose and Need I-045-003
Project Purpose and Need I-045-004

I-046 Engfer, Lee Route Alternatives I-046-001
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-046-002
Socioeconomics I-046-003
Agriculture I-046-004
Recreation I-046-005
Route Alternatives I-046-006
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-046-007
Processes I-046-008
Route Alternatives I-046-009

I-047 Engfer, Marian Biological Resources I-047-001
Socioeconomics I-047-002
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-047-003
Recreation I-047-004
Route Alternatives I-047-005

I-048 Hittner, Joy Project Purpose and Need I-048-001
Health & Safety and EMF I-048-002
Socioeconomics I-048-003
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-048-004
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-048-005

I-049 Ralbrecki, Marlene Health & Safety and EMF I-049-001
I-050 Ruff, Deborah Health & Safety and EMF I-050-001

Agriculture I-050-002
Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-050-003
Health & Safety and EMF I-050-004
Socioeconomics I-050-005
Agriculture I-050-006
Route Alternatives I-050-007

I-051 Acevedo, Ricardo Geology and Soils I-051-001
I-053 Anonymous3 Project Purpose and Need I-053-001

Project Purpose and Need I-053-002
Project Purpose and Need I-053-003

I-054 Hogan, C. Other I-054-001
S i i I 054 002Socioeconomics I-054-002
Project Purpose and Need I-054-003

 Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission System Improvement Project
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Item Type Item Number Item Name/Commenter Comment Category Comment Code
Individual I-055 Hogan, Tom Electrical Characteristics I-055-001

Project Purpose and Need I-055-002
Other I-055-003

I-056 Hurt, Marilyn Project Alternatives I-056-001
Project Purpose and Need I-056-002
Project Purpose and Need I-056-003
Processes I-056-004

I-057 Iremonger, C.J. Geology and Soils I-057-001
Electrical Characteristics I-057-002
Project Purpose and Need I-057-003
Biological Resources I-057-004
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-057-005

I-058 Maass, John Project Alternatives I-058-001
Project Purpose and Need I-058-002

I-059 Nopar, Doug Project Purpose and Need I-059-001
Processes I-059-002
Socioeconomics I-059-003
Health & Safety and EMF I-059-004
Socioeconomics I-059-005

I-060 O'Malley, Ann Project Purpose and Need I-060-001
Project Purpose and Need I-060-002
Cumulative Impacts I-060-003

I-061 Rosendahl, Shirley Route Alternatives I-061-001
Project Purpose and Need I-061-002
Project Purpose and Need I-061-003
Processes I-061-004

I-062 Semin, Gene Comment Noted I-062-001
I-063 VanSchack, Caroline Project Purpose and Need I-063-001

Project Purpose and Need I-063-002
Project Purpose and Need I-063-003
Project Purpose and Need I-063-004
Socioeconomics I-063-005
Project Alternatives I-063-006
Project Purpose and Need I-063-007

I-064 Wilson, Patrick Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-064-001
Biological Resources I-064-002
Project Purpose and Need I-064-003
Project Purpose and Need I-064-004
Project Alternatives I-064-005

Wil P t i k R t Alt ti I 064 006Wilson, Patrick Route Alternatives I-064-006
I-065 Anonymous1 Comment Noted I-065-001
I-066 Anonymous2 Route Alternatives I-066-001
I-067 Bontle, Dennis Route Alternatives I-067-001

Socioeconomics I-067-002

 Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission System Improvement Project
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Item Type Item Number Item Name/Commenter Comment Category Comment Code
Individual I-068 Braun, Greg Project Alternatives I-068-001

Project Purpose and Need I-068-002
Interconnection to Generation I-068-003
Project Alternatives I-068-004
Socioeconomics I-068-005
Socioeconomics I-068-006
Socioeconomics I-068-007

I-069 Brueske, Warren Comment Noted I-069-001
I-070 Brindley, Tom Project Purpose and Need I-070-001

Project Alternatives I-070-002
Project Alternatives I-070-003
Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-070-004

I-071 Hewitt, Jim Cumulative Impacts I-071-001
I-072 Hirner, Collin Comment Noted I-072-001
I-073 Horton, Nancy Project Alternatives I-073-001

Environmental Justice I-073-002
Biological Resources I-073-003
Project Alternatives I-073-004
Environmental Justice I-073-005
Biological Resources I-073-006
Health & Safety and EMF I-073-007

I-074 Hudson, Eric Project Purpose and Need I-074-001
Project Purpose and Need I-074-002
Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-074-003
Project Alternatives I-074-004

I-075 Hunter, Duane Route Alternatives I-075-001
Socioeconomics I-075-002
Route Alternatives I-075-003
Route Alternatives I-075-004

I-076 Jessesski, Dick Biological Resources I-076-001
I-077 Jessesski, Tony Cumulative Impacts I-077-001

Biological Resources I-077-002
I-078 Johnson, Charlie Health & Safety and EMF I-078-001

Socioeconomics I-078-002
Conservation Easement I-078-003
Health & Safety and EMF I-078-004
Project Purpose and Need I-078-005
Project Alternatives I-078-006
Route Alternatives I-078-007
Vi l/A th ti R I 078 008Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-078-008

I-079 Johnson, Ross Project Alternatives I-079-001
Socioeconomics I-079-002
Route Alternatives I-079-003

 Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission System Improvement Project
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Item Type Item Number Item Name/Commenter Comment Category Comment Code
Individual I-080 Miller, Duane Socioeconomics I-080-001

Socioeconomics I-080-002
Route Alternatives I-080-003
Other I-080-004

I-081 Beckman, Jeff Comment Noted I-081-001
I-083 Draayer, Jill Route Alternatives I-083-001

Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-083-002
Biological Resources I-083-003
Recreation I-083-004
Route Alternatives I-083-005

I-084 Ellison, Nancy Route Alternatives I-084-001
I-085 Erredge, Robert and Terry Route Alternatives I-085-001

Socioeconomics I-085-002
I-086 Evans, Kathryn Historic, Arch, Cultural Sites I-086-001
I-087 Frogum, Dave Route Alternatives I-087-001
I-088 Johnson, Tianna Route Alternatives I-088-001
I-089 Kelm, Elsa Route Alternatives I-089-001
I-090 Kendig, Marla Other I-090-001
I-091 Langer, David Project Alternatives I-091-001

Project Purpose and Need I-091-002
Health & Safety and EMF I-091-003
Biological Resources I-091-004

I-092 Lee, Scott Health & Safety and EMF I-092-001
Project Alternatives I-092-002
Project Purpose and Need I-092-003

I-093 Lesikar, JoAnn Socioeconomics I-093-001
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-093-002
Health & Safety and EMF I-093-003
Project Purpose and Need I-093-004
Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-093-005

I-094 Lystrom, Donna Socioeconomics I-094-001
Project Alternatives I-094-002
Route Alternatives I-094-003

I-095 Melissa Processes I-095-001
Biological Resources I-095-002

I-096 Scheffler, Roger Route Alternatives I-096-001
I-097 Schreader, Jim Route Alternatives I-097-001
I-098 Spahr, Christine and Nathan Comment Noted I-098-001
I-099 Wabasha, Leonard Historic, Arch, Cultural Sites I-099-001
I 101 A ll Di Bi l i l R I 101 001I-101 Angell, Diane Biological Resources I-101-001

Biological Resources I-101-002
Route Alternatives I-101-003
Comment Noted I-102-001

 Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission System Improvement Project
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Item Type Item Number Item Name/Commenter Comment Category Comment Code
Individual I-103 Tupy Health & Safety and EMF I-103-001

I-104 Scott, Kristin Processes I-104-001
Scott, Kristin Geology and Soils I-104-002
Scott, Kristin Socioeconomics I-104-003

I-105 Sackett, Nancy and Jon Processes I-105-001
Processes I-105-002
Processes I-105-003
Health & Safety and EMF I-105-004
Processes I-105-005
Health & Safety and EMF I-105-006
Health & Safety and EMF I-105-007
Processes I-105-008
Processes I-105-009
Other I-105-010

I-106 Nagel, Chris Biological Resources I-106-001
Project Alternatives I-106-002
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-106-003

I-107 Mealman, Constance Project Purpose and Need I-107-001
Project Alternatives I-107-002
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-107-003
Health & Safety and EMF I-107-004
Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-107-005
Project Purpose and Need I-107-006
Biological Resources I-107-007

I-108 Lemke, Amy Comment Noted I-108-001
I-110 Prchal, Jodi Comment Noted I-110-001
I-111 Balfany, Mike Comment Noted I-111-001
I-112 Balfany, Anastasia Comment Noted I-112-001
I-113 Bloemke, Doug and Kathy Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-113-001

Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-113-002
Project Alternatives I-113-003

I-114 Braun, Craig Comment Noted I-114-001
I-115 Doyle, Judy Comment Noted I-115-001
I-117 Endres, Lori Route Alternatives I-117-001

Route Alternatives I-117-002
Route Alternatives I-117-003

I-119 Food, Ruth Comment Noted I-119-001
Project Purpose and Need I-119-002
Socioeconomics I-119-003

I 120 F d R th C t N t d I 120 001I-120 Food, Ruth Comment Noted I-120-001
I-121 Forland, Bruce and Mary Kay Comment Noted I-121-001
I-122 Gau, Steve and Amy Processes I-122-001

Historic, Arch, Cultural Sites I-122-002
Project Purpose and Need I-122-003
Other I-122-004
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Item Type Item Number Item Name/Commenter Comment Category Comment Code
Individual I-146 Bumann, Roberta Project Purpose and Need I-146-001

Biological Resources I-146-002
Project Purpose and Need I-146-003
Processes I-146-004
Project Alternatives I-146-005
Project Purpose and Need I-146-006
Project Purpose and Need I-146-007
Project Purpose and Need I-146-008

I-147 Boxby, Mary Ann Comment Noted I-147-001
I-148 Cassidy, Paul/Murphy, Virginia Route Alternatives I-148-001

Other I-148-002
Other I-148-003

I-149 Clanton, Chuck Route Alternatives I-149-001
Project Purpose and Need I-149-002
Route Alternatives I-149-003
Project Purpose and Need I-149-004
Route Alternatives I-149-005

I-150 Davidson, Jeff Agriculture I-150-001
Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-150-002
Agriculture I-150-003
Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-150-004
Electrical Characteristics I-150-005
Health & Safety and EMF I-150-006
Route Alternatives I-150-007
Route Alternatives I-150-008
Route Alternatives I-150-009
Route Alternatives I-150-009
Project Purpose and Need I-150-010
Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-150-011

I-151 Delehanty, Mark/Dr. David Lowe Comment Noted I-151-001
Dhedine, Alfred Comment Noted I-152-001

I-153 Dhedine, Ursula Comment Noted I-153-001
Dworschak, Marvin Project Purpose and Need I-154-001

Other I-154-002
I-155 Ellingson, Julie & Kevin Socioeconomics I-155-001

Other I-155-002
Health & Safety and EMF I-155-003

I-156 Endres, Mary Lou & Melvin Agriculture I-156-001
Agriculture I-156-002
L d U I 156 003Land Use I-156-003
Residential I-156-004
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Item Type Item Number Item Name/Commenter Comment Category Comment Code
Individual I-123 Gilmer, James Residential I-123-001

Health & Safety and EMF I-123-002
Other I-123-003

I-124 Gilmer, Jayne Project Purpose and Need I-124-001
I-126 Kazmierczak, Ron Route Alternatives I-126-001

Socioeconomics I-126-002
I-127 Lewis, Jim Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-127-001
I-128 Lexa, Caroline Comment Noted I-128-001
I-129 Lloyd, Patty Comment Noted I-129-001
I-130 MaKarrall, Kathy and Ron Health & Safety and EMF I-130-001

Route Alternatives I-130-002
I-131 Pankow, Cheryl Comment Noted I-131-001
I-132 Paumen, Gordy Project Purpose and Need I-132-001

Health & Safety and EMF I-132-002
Interconnection to Generation I-132-003
Project Alternatives I-132-004
Other I-132-005

I-133 Salaba, Clarence and Delores Comment Noted I-133-001
I-134 Schnabel, Joan Route Alternatives I-134-001

Other I-134-002
Project Alternatives I-134-003

I-135 Schwinghammer, Paul Comment Noted I-135-001
I-136 Senn, Margaret Route Alternatives I-136-001
I-137 Vrchota, Tom Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-137-001
I-138 Winn, Larry and Diana Comment Noted I-138-001
I-139 Andersen, David Project Purpose and Need I-139-001

Project Purpose and Need I-139-002
Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-139-003

I-140 Boyle, Duane Comment Noted I-140-001
I-141 Brubaker, Richard Route Alternatives I-141-001
I-142 Anderson_Laurie Route Alternatives I-142-001
I-143 Bauer, Henry & Runice Interconnection to Generation I-143-001

Project Purpose and Need I-143-002
Processes I-143-003
Health & Safety and EMF I-143-004
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-143-005
Project Purpose and Need I-143-006
Project Purpose and Need I-143-006
Other I-143-007

I 144 B l S ll C t N t d I 144 001I-144 Boyle, Sally Comment Noted I-144-001
I-145 Brenengen, Alice Route Alternatives I-145-001
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Item Type Item Number Item Name/Commenter Comment Category Comment Code
Individual I-157 Everland, Glen Health & Safety and EMF I-157-001

Biological Resources I-157-002
Biological Resources I-157-003
Route Alternatives I-157-004
Route Alternatives I-157-005
Other I-157-006
Other I-157-007
Other I-157-008
Biological Resources I-157-009
Historic, Arch, Cultural Sites I-157-010

I-158 Hackbarth, Sue & Terry Route Alternatives I-158-001
Land Use I-158-002

I-159 Haeuser, Leland Agriculture I-159-001
I-160 Hagen, Mary Route Alternatives I-160-001
I-161 Hayden, Gary Socioeconomics I-161-001

Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-161-002
Processes I-161-003
Route Alternatives I-161-004
Land Use I-161-005
Health & Safety and EMF I-161-006
Noise I-161-007
Geology and Soils I-161-008
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-161-009
Geology and Soils I-161-010
Biological Resources I-161-011
Route Alternatives I-161-012
Route Alternatives I-161-013

I-162 Holter, Janine Project Purpose and Need I-162-001
Connected Actions I-162-002
Project Alternatives I-162-003
Processes I-162-004
Other I-162-005
Socioeconomics I-162-006

I-163 Jefferson, C. Socioeconomics I-163-001
Project Purpose and Need I-163-002
Project Purpose and Need I-163-003
Historic, Arch, Cultural Sites I-163-004
Biological Resources I-163-005
Biological Resources I-163-006
Bi l i l R I 163 007Biological Resources I-163-007

I-164 Robert Kettner Socioeconomics I-164-001
Health & Safety and EMF I-164-002
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Item Type Item Number Item Name/Commenter Comment Category Comment Code
Individual I-165 Lowe, David Processes I-165-001

Route Alternatives I-165-002
Route Alternatives I-165-003

I-166 Mach, Beverly Biological Resources I-166-001
Project Purpose and Need I-166-002
Project Alternatives I-166-003
Project Alternatives I-166-004

I-167 Malwitz, Glenn Route Alternatives I-167-001
I-168 Malwitz, Eldon Route Alternatives I-168-001

Socioeconomics I-168-002
I-169 Mauszycki, Leone Electrical Characteristics I-169-001

Socioeconomics I-169-002
Health & Safety and EMF I-169-003
Electrical Characteristics I-169-004

I-170 Mauszycki, Thomas Comment Noted I-170-001
I-171 McCann, Daniel & Jane Socioeconomics I-171-001

Conservation Easement I-171-002
Route Alternatives I-171-003

I-172 Niccum, Marilyn Comment Noted I-172-001
I-173 Niccum, Michael Comment Noted I-173-001
I-174 Nauss, Lee Conservation Easement I-174-001

Health & Safety and EMF I-174-002
Recreation I-174-003
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-174-004
Route Alternatives I-174-005

I-175 Olson, Ken Socioeconomics I-175-001
Route Alternatives I-175-002
Socioeconomics I-175-003
Land Use I-175-004

I-176 Olson, Larry Comment Noted I-176-001
Route Alternatives I-176-002
Route Alternatives I-176-003

I-177 Peters, Annette Route Alternatives I-177-001
Project Purpose and Need I-177-002
Project Alternatives I-177-003
Project Alternatives I-177-004
Project Alternatives I-177-005
Route Alternatives I-177-006
Agriculture I-177-007
H lth & S f t d EMF I 177 008Health & Safety and EMF I-177-008
Health & Safety and EMF I-177-009
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-177-010
Electrical Characteristics I-177-011
Socioeconomics I-177-012
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Individual I-178 Piller, Wendi & Greg Route Alternatives I-178-001

Health & Safety and EMF I-178-002
Health & Safety and EMF I-178-003
Historic, Arch, Cultural Sites I-178-004
Biological Resources I-178-005
Agriculture I-178-006
Comment Noted I-178-007
Comment Noted I-178-008
Project Purpose and Need I-178-009

I-179 Possin, Kevin & Lavine, Ann Comment Noted I-179-001
I-180 Prow, Kristopher Project Purpose and Need I-180-001

Health & Safety and EMF I-180-002
Comment Noted I-180-003
Comment Noted I-180-004
Comment Noted I-180-005
Comment Noted I-180-006
Comment Noted I-180-007
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-180-008
Health & Safety and EMF I-180-009
Health & Safety and EMF I-180-010
Project Purpose and Need I-180-011
Biological Resources I-180-012
Health & Safety and EMF I-180-013
Health & Safety and EMF I-180-014

I-181 Randall, Josh & Abby Socioeconomics I-181-001
Residential I-181-002

I-182 Sacher, Anthony Comment Noted I-182-001
I-183 Scheidegger, John Project Alternatives I-183-001

Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-183-002
Project Purpose and Need I-183-003

I-184 Steffes, Patricia H. Biological Resources I-184-001
Route Alternatives I-184-002
Health & Safety and EMF I-184-003
Health & Safety and EMF I-184-004
Route Alternatives I-184-005

I-185 Thedens, Corrie Socioeconomics I-185-001
Biological Resources I-185-002

I-186 Thedens, Mike Socioeconomics I-186-001
Thedens, Mike Route Alternatives I-186-002
Th d Mik Oth I 186 003Thedens, Mike Other I-186-003
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Item Type Item Number Item Name/Commenter Comment Category Comment Code
Individual I-187 Walch, Mitch Route Alternatives I-187-001

Health & Safety and EMF I-187-002
Historic, Arch, Cultural Sites I-187-003
Socioeconomics I-187-004
Route Alternatives I-187-005
Processes I-187-006
Route Alternatives I-187-007
Health & Safety and EMF I-187-008
Biological Resources I-187-009
Recreation I-187-010
Other I-187-011
Processes I-187-012

I-188 Walch, Sara Health & Safety and EMF I-188-001
Route Alternatives I-188-002
Health & Safety and EMF I-188-003
Socioeconomics I-188-004
Biological Resources I-188-005
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-188-006
Project Purpose and Need I-188-007
Health & Safety and EMF I-188-008

I-189 Wald, Gale Project Alternatives I-189-001
Route Alternatives I-189-002
Route Alternatives I-189-003
Project Purpose and Need I-189-004

I-190 Wald, Wesley Comment Noted I-190-001
I-191 Way, Jim Health & Safety and EMF I-191-001

Route Alternatives I-191-002
Route Alternatives I-191-003

I-192 Whipple, Allen Socioeconomics I-192-001
I-193 Wirt, Dennis Health & Safety and EMF I-193-001

Route Alternatives I-193-002
I-194 Wood, Bernadette Project Alternatives I-194-001

Connected Actions I-194-002
Project Alternatives I-194-003
Processes I-194-004
Project Alternatives I-194-005
Other I-194-006

I-195 DuPay, Jane Comment Noted I-195-001
I-196 Fox, Susan Comment Noted I-196-001
I 197 F d R th P j t P d N d I 197 001I-197 Food, Ruth Project Purpose and Need I-197-001

Project Purpose and Need I-197-002
I-198 Francois, Joan Project Alternatives I-198-001
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Individual I-199 Belzer, Gloria Project Purpose and Need I-199-001

Project Alternatives I-199-002
Processes I-199-003
Other I-199-004

I-200 Custer, Cristeen Environmental Justice I-200-001
Processes I-200-002
Biological Resources I-200-003
Other I-200-004

I-201 Daley, Nancy and Kevin Project Purpose and Need I-201-001
Other I-201-002

I-202 Dukerschein, Jeanne T. Project Purpose and Need I-202-001
Other I-202-002
Interconnection to Generation I-202-003
Project Alternatives I-202-004
Processes I-202-005

I-203 Flicek, Ryan Comment Noted I-203-001
I-204 Food, Ruth Project Purpose and Need I-204-001
I-205 Fuhrmann, Roy Comment Noted I-205-001
I-206 Gilmer, Andrew Project Purpose and Need I-206-001

Processes I-206-002
Route Alternatives I-206-003

I-207 Gregerson, Linda Project Purpose and Need I-207-001
Interconnection to Generation I-207-002
Socioeconomics I-207-003
Project Alternatives I-207-004
Processes I-207-005

I-208 Hammes, Barbara and Bernard Biological Resources I-208-001
Project Purpose and Need I-208-002
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-208-003
Other I-208-004

I-209 Helmberger, Cindy Connected Actions I-209-001
Socioeconomics I-209-002
Processes I-209-003
Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-209-004
Project Purpose and Need I-209-005

I-210 Kleese, Doug and Mary Processes I-210-001
Agriculture I-210-002
Processes I-210-003
Health & Safety and EMF I-210-004
P j t P d N d I 210 005Project Purpose and Need I-210-005

I-211 Lexa, Caroline Processes I-211-001
Project Purpose and Need I-211-002
Project Alternatives I-211-003
Processes I-211-004
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Individual I-212 Malwitz, Lonnie and Gayle Processes I-212-001

I-213 Murphy, Brian Comment Noted I-213-001
I-214 Nordstrom, Mike and Cathy Socioeconomics I-214-001

Health & Safety and EMF I-214-002
Electrical Characteristics I-214-003
Route Alternatives I-214-004
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-214-005

I-215 Olson, Robert Project Purpose and Need I-215-001
Project Purpose and Need I-215-002
Other I-215-003
Interconnection to Generation I-215-004
Project Alternatives I-215-005
Processes I-215-006

I-216 Rozovics, Kathryn Processes I-216-001
Biological Resources I-216-002
Route Alternatives I-216-003
Processes I-216-004

I-217 Rozovics, Jim Project Purpose and Need I-217-001

I-218 Shea, William Route Alternatives I-218-001
Project Purpose and Need I-218-002
Processes I-218-003

I-220 Kubes, Sonja Comment Noted I-220-001
I-221 Theel, Wayne Geology and Soils I-221-001

Route Alternatives I-221-002
Project Purpose and Need I-221-003

I-222 Tiede, Duane Health & Safety and EMF I-222-001
Processes I-222-002
Processes I-222-003
Health & Safety and EMF I-222-004
Project Alternatives I-222-005
Project Alternatives I-222-006

I-223 Troielli, Ernestina Project Purpose and Need I-223-001
Troielli, Ernestina Other I-223-002

I-224 Trost, Jessica Recreation I-224-001
Health & Safety and EMF I-224-002
Project Purpose and Need I-224-003
Project Alternatives I-224-004
Land Use I-224-005

I 225 T i Li d C t N t d I 225 001I-225 Turpening, Linda Comment Noted I-225-001
I-226 Vaughn, Gail Project Alternatives I-226-001
I-227 Weerts, Charles and Delrae Comment Noted I-227-001
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Individual I-228 Weibel, Tom Project Alternatives I-228-001

Project Purpose and Need I-228-002
Processes I-228-003
Route Alternatives I-228-004
Route Alternatives I-228-005
Socioeconomics I-228-006
Processes I-228-007

I-229 Weiberg, Carl F. Comment Noted I-229-001
I-230 Beam, William Comment Noted I-230-001
I-231 Boyle, Duane Comment Noted I-231-001
I-232 Coughlan, M. Processes I-232-001

Agriculture I-232-002
Project Purpose and Need I-232-003
Mississippi River Crossing I-232-004

I-233 Holtegaard, Roger and Melinda Route Alternatives I-233-001
Processes I-233-002
Processes I-233-003

I-234 Kitching, Vincent G. Route Alternatives I-234-001
Agriculture I-234-002
Project Purpose and Need I-234-003
Project Alternatives I-234-004

I-235 Kroening, Curtis Route Alternatives I-235-001
I-236 Klepperich, Richard and Julie Comment Noted I-236-001
I-237 Auerbeck, Joan Socioeconomics I-237-001

Recreation I-237-002
Biological Resources I-237-003
Agriculture I-237-004

I-238 Zahasky, Katie Biological Resources I-238-001
I-239 Peters, Gary and Annette Project Purpose and Need I-239-001

Socioeconomics I-239-002
Route Alternatives I-239-003
Project Alternatives I-239-004
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-239-005
Health & Safety and EMF I-239-006
Health & Safety and EMF I-239-007
Electrical Characteristics I-239-008
Socioeconomics I-239-009
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-239-010
Socioeconomics I-239-011

I 240 B t l Mi h l R t Alt ti I 240 001I-240 Batzler, Michael Route Alternatives I-240-001
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-240-002
Project Purpose and Need I-240-003
Project Purpose and Need I-240-004
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Individual I-241 Dubbels, JoAnn Processes I-241-001

Other I-241-002
Project Alternatives I-241-003

I-242 Taylor, Lois Project Alternatives I-242-001
Project Alternatives I-242-002
Socioeconomics I-242-003
Project Alternatives I-242-004
Processes I-242-005
Processes I-242-006

I-243 Deering Jr., Hartland Comment Noted I-243-001
I-244 Deering, Melanie K. Comment Noted I-244-001
I-245 Delehanty, Mark W. Residential I-245-001

Route Alternatives I-245-002
I-246 Haney, Leslie and Lorraine Comment Noted I-246-001
I-247 Congdon, Ken Route Alternatives I-247-001

Agriculture I-247-002
Agriculture I-247-003
Agriculture I-247-004
Project Alternatives I-247-005
Route Alternatives I-247-006

I-248 Kroening, Jonathan Route Alternatives I-248-001
I-249 Monroe, Norma Project Purpose and Need I-249-001

Biological Resources I-249-002
Processes I-249-003
Socioeconomics I-249-004
Electrical Characteristics I-249-005
Geology and Soils I-249-006
Geology and Soils I-249-007
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-249-008
Health & Safety and EMF I-249-009
Geology and Soils I-249-010
Noise I-249-011

I-250 Mauszycki, Thomas E. Route Alternatives I-250-001
Biological Resources I-250-002
Health & Safety and EMF I-250-003
Socioeconomics I-250-004

I-251 Johnson, Tom Comment Noted I-251-001
I-252 Coffing, Larry Comment Noted I-252-001
I-253 Ott, DVM, Kathryn M. Comment Noted I-253-001
I 254 C t C i t P I 254 001I-254 Custer, Cristeen Processes I-254-001
I-255 Regnier, Dean Residential I-255-001
I-257 Heimbecker, Phillip Health & Safety and EMF I-257-001

Land Use I-257-002

 Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission System Improvement Project
Scoping Report



Item Type Item Number Item Name/Commenter Comment Category Comment Code
Individual I-258 Katie Health & Safety and EMF I-258-001

Socioeconomics I-258-002
Socioeconomics I-258-003
Other I-258-004

I-259 Balfany, Anastasia Route Alternatives I-259-001
Processes I-259-002

I-260 Cocker, Denice Route Alternatives I-260-001
Electrical Characteristics I-260-002
Route Alternatives I-260-003

I-261 Doyle, Jody Comment Noted I-261-001
I-262 Torkelson, Louis Processes I-262-001
I-263 Rohlfing_Dale&Suzanne Socioeconomics I-263-001

Biological Resources I-263-002
Transportation and Access I-263-003
Land Use I-263-004
Route Alternatives I-263-005
Route Alternatives I-263-006

I-264 Barthel, Larry Other I-264-001
Noise I-264-002
Project Alternatives I-264-003

I-265 Kerfeld, Carrie Processes I-265-001
Lexa, Caroline Comment Noted I-266-001

I-267 Nagel, Chris Health & Safety and EMF I-267-001
Biological Resources I-267-002
Project Alternatives I-267-003

I-268 Congdon, Deb Project Alternatives I-268-001
Processes I-268-002
Route Alternatives I-268-003
Agriculture I-268-004
Health & Safety and EMF I-268-005

I-269 Dubbels, Wesly Project Alternatives I-269-001
Other I-269-002

I-270 Erickson, Benjamin Socioeconomics I-270-001
I-271 Haag, Glen Route Alternatives I-271-001
I-272 Kleese, Doug Project Purpose and Need I-272-001

Route Alternatives I-272-002
Health & Safety and EMF I-272-003
Health & Safety and EMF I-272-004
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-272-005
A i lt I 272 006Agriculture I-272-006
Project Purpose and Need I-272-007
Project Alternatives I-272-008
Route Alternatives I-272-009
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Individual I-273 Lacher, Roger Biological Resources I-273-001

Project Purpose and Need I-273-002
I-274 Lazaretti, Mary Route Alternatives I-274-001
I-275 Lenway, Mark Project Purpose and Need I-275-001

Project Alternatives I-275-002
Socioeconomics I-275-003
Biological Resources I-275-004
Recreation I-275-005
Historic, Arch, Cultural Sites I-275-006
Project Purpose and Need I-275-007

I-277 Monroe, Norma Project Purpose and Need I-277-001
Project Purpose and Need I-277-002
Geology and Soils I-277-003
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-277-004
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-277-005
Health & Safety and EMF I-277-006
Agriculture I-277-007
Socioeconomics I-277-008
Geology and Soils I-277-009
Biological Resources I-277-010
Electrical Characteristics I-277-011
Noise I-277-012

I-278 Musgjerd, Hazel Health & Safety and EMF I-278-001
Route Alternatives I-278-002

I-279 Peters, Gary & Anette Project Alternatives I-279-001
Project Alternatives I-279-002

I-280 Reynolds, Dick Socioeconomics I-280-001
I-281 Rochl, S. Processes I-281-001

Route Alternatives I-281-002
Project Purpose and Need I-281-003
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-281-004
Socioeconomics I-281-005
Health & Safety and EMF I-281-006

I-282 Strong, Tim Project Alternatives I-282-001
Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-282-002
Project Alternatives I-282-003

I-283 Tiede, Doug Project Alternatives I-283-001
Socioeconomics I-283-002
Land Use I-283-003
R t Alt ti I 283 004Route Alternatives I-283-004
Health & Safety and EMF I-283-005
Other I-283-006
Other I-283-007

 Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission System Improvement Project
Scoping Report



Item Type Item Number Item Name/Commenter Comment Category Comment Code
Individual I-284 Trost, Jan Project Purpose and Need I-284-001

Route Alternatives I-284-002
Health & Safety and EMF I-284-003
Electrical Characteristics I-284-004
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-284-005

I-285 Trost, Jan - 2 Project Purpose and Need I-285-001
Project Alternatives I-285-002
Agriculture I-285-003
Health & Safety and EMF I-285-004
Health & Safety and EMF I-285-005
Electrical Characteristics I-285-006
Other I-285-007
Route Alternatives I-285-008
Project Purpose and Need I-285-009
Processes I-285-010
Agriculture I-285-011
Biological Resources I-285-012
Processes I-285-013
Historic, Arch, Cultural Sites I-285-014
Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition I-285-015
Project Purpose and Need I-285-016

I-286 Trost, Jeff Project Purpose and Need I-286-001
Project Alternatives I-286-002
Health & Safety and EMF I-286-003
Health & Safety and EMF I-286-004
Socioeconomics I-286-005

I-287 Trost, Jessica Other I-287-001
Route Alternatives I-287-002
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-287-003
Project Alternatives I-287-004
Project Purpose and Need I-287-005
Agriculture I-287-006
Health & Safety and EMF I-287-007
Recreation I-287-008
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-287-009
Biological Resources I-287-010
Health & Safety and EMF I-287-011
Agriculture I-287-012
Health & Safety and EMF I-287-013
P j t Alt ti I 287 014Project Alternatives I-287-014
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Individual I-288 Weibel, Thomas Project Alternatives I-288-001

Project Purpose and Need I-288-002
Other I-288-003
Route Alternatives I-288-004
Route Alternatives I-288-005

I-289 Wrolstad, Elise Route Alternatives I-289-001
Socioeconomics I-289-002
Other I-289-003
Historic, Arch, Cultural Sites I-289-004

I-290 Yeiter, David Comment Noted I-290-001
I-291 Yeitev, Dennis Project Purpose and Need I-291-001

Project Purpose and Need I-291-002
Biological Resources I-291-003

I-292 Zahasky, Emil & Mary Route Alternatives I-292-001
Agriculture I-292-002
Socioeconomics I-292-003
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-292-004
Route Alternatives I-292-005

I-293 Hofschulte, Laverne Project Alternatives I-293-001
Land Use I-293-002
Biological Resources I-293-003
Geology and Soils I-293-004
Visual/Aesthetic Resources I-293-005
Biological Resources I-293-006
Route Alternatives I-293-007

I-294 Karl, Lisa Project Purpose and Need I-294-001
Project Purpose and Need I-294-002
Route Alternatives I-294-003
Health & Safety and EMF I-294-004
Electrical Characteristics I-294-005
Electrical Characteristics I-294-006
Other I-294-007

I-295 Karl, Tim Project Purpose and Need I-295-001
Project Purpose and Need I-295-002
Route Alternatives I-295-003
Processes I-295-004
Electrical Characteristics I-295-005
Health & Safety and EMF I-295-006

I-296 Rother, Larry Agriculture I-296-001
P j t P d N d I 296 002Project Purpose and Need I-296-002
Agriculture I-296-003

I-297 Stacey, Colleen Route Alternatives I-297-001
I-298 Lystrom, Wayne Route Alternatives I-298-001
I-299 Suther, Tom Processes I-299-001

Route Alternatives I-299-002
Processes I-299-003
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Business B-001 Legalectric, Inc. Connected Actions B-001-001

Connected Actions B-001-002
Processes B-001-003
Project Purpose and Need B-001-004
Project Alternatives B-001-005
Biological Resources B-001-006
Biological Resources B-001-007
Processes B-001-008

B-002 Rohlfing Tree Farm Processes B-002-001
Route Alternatives B-002-002
Processes B-002-003
Processes B-002-004
Processes B-002-005
Processes B-002-006
Processes B-002-007
Processes B-002-008
Processes B-002-009
Route Alternatives B-002-010

B-003 Woodland Camp Recreation B-003-001
B-004 Wiese, Bruce Electrical Characteristics B-004-001

Route Alternatives B-004-002
B-005 Niederkorn Farms Comment Noted B-005-001
B-006 Carleton College Route Alternatives B-006-001
B-007 Czech Country Farms Comment Noted B-007-001
B-008 Ott, Kathryn Comment Noted B-008-001
B-009 Czech Country Farms Comment Noted B-009-001
B-010 Flom Family Farm Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition B-010-001

Other B-010-002
B-011 Czech Country Farms Comment Noted B-011-001
B-013 Camp Victory Ministries Processes B-013-001

Route Alternatives B-013-002
Recreation B-013-003

B-014 Blue Horizon Dairy Farm Route Alternatives B-014-001
Health & Safety and EMF B-014-002
Socioeconomics B-014-003
Health & Safety and EMF B-014-004

B-015 Johnson Farm Residential B-015-001
Interconnection to Generation B-015-002
Health & Safety and EMF B-015-003
I t ti t G ti B 015 004Interconnection to Generation B-015-004

B-016 Bombay Dairy Company Health & Safety and EMF B-016-001
B-017 RTP Company Route Alternatives B-017-001
B-018 American Aerobatics Comment Noted B-018-001
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Business B-019 Legalectric Connected Actions B-019-001

Route Alternatives B-019-002
Connected Actions B-019-003
Processes B-019-004
Processes B-019-005
Processes B-019-006
Processes B-019-007
Processes B-019-008
Processes B-019-009
Processes B-019-010
Processes B-019-011
Processes B-019-012
Processes B-019-013

N-001 Mississippi River Revival Project Purpose and Need N-001-001
Cumulative Impacts N-001-002

Non-
Government 
Organization Project Alternatives N-001-003

Project Alternatives N-001-004
Biological Resources N-001-005
Health & Safety and EMF N-001-006
Visual/Aesthetic Resources N-001-007
Socioeconomics N-001-008

N-002 CETF Project Purpose and Need N-002-001
Project Purpose and Need N-002-002

Organization

Project Alternatives N-002-003
Other N-002-004
Project Purpose and Need N-002-005
Project Purpose and Need N-002-006
Project Purpose and Need N-002-007
Project Purpose and Need N-002-008
Project Purpose and Need N-002-009
Project Purpose and Need N-002-010
Project Purpose and Need N-002-011
Project Purpose and Need N-002-012
Project Purpose and Need N-002-013
Project Alternatives N-002-014
Project Alternatives N-002-015
Project Alternatives N-002-016
Processes N-002-017
Other N-002-018
P j t Alt ti N 002 019Project Alternatives N-002-019
Processes N-002-020
Other N-002-021
Visual/Aesthetic Resources N-002-022
Biological Resources N-002-023
Processes N-002-024
Noise N-002-025
Agriculture N-002-026
El t i l Ch t i ti N 002 027Electrical Characteristics N-002-027
Socioeconomics N-002-028
Health & Safety and EMF N-002-029
Health & Safety and EMF N-002-030
Processes N-002-031
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Item Type Item Number Item Name/Commenter Comment Category Comment Code
N-003 Mississippi River Revival Processes N-003-001

Processes N-003-002
Socioeconomics N-003-003
Biological Resources N-003-004
Land Use N-003-005
Route Alternatives N-003-006
Processes N-003-007

Non-
Government 
Organization

Route Alternatives N-003-008
Land Rights & Esmt Acquisition N-003-009
Biological Resources N-003-010
Processes N-003-011
Historic, Arch, Cultural Sites N-003-012

N-004 BLEW Project Purpose and Need N-004-001
Health & Safety and EMF N-004-002
Cumulative Impacts N-004-003
Project Alternatives N-004-004
Biological Resources N-004-005
Socioeconomics N-004-006
Visual/Aesthetic Resources N-004-007

N-005 CETF Petition Comment Noted N-005-001
N-006 Trempealeau County Citizen's Project Purpose and Need N-006-001

Socioeconomics N-006-002
Other N-006-003
Project Purpose and Need N-006-004
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I-001-001

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.
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I-002-001

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-002-002

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to human and

livestock health and safety with regard to EMF will be addressed in the

Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-002-003

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to agricultural

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.
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I-003-001

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm. The criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.  Potential

impacts to residential land use will be addressed in the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments will

be solicited after its publication.

 

I-003 Borneman, Darrell
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I-004-001

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to vegetation will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments will

be solicited after its publication.

 

I-004-002

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

 

I-004 Burns, Charles
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I-004-003

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities are striving to provide the most up to date information in a timely

manner.  Project information is updated regularly on the project website,

www.capx2020.com.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-004-004

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.
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I-005-001

Your comment has been noted.  Cumulative Impacts will be addressed

in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft Environmental

Impact Statement will be available on the RUS website at

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-005-002

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to human and

livestock health and safety with regard to EMF will be addressed in the

Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-005-003

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.
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I-005-004

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to wildlife will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-005-005

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities are striving to provide the most up to date information in a timely

manner.  Project information is updated regularly on the project website,

www.capx2020.com.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.
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I-005-006

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-005-007

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.
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I-006-001

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to recreational

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the

Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-006 Draayer, Brian
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I-006-002

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

 

I-006-003

Your letter/comment card has been noted.  Please refer to comment

response I-006-002.
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I-008-001

Your comment has been noted. Socioeconomic impacts to property

values affected by the transmission line will be addressed in the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.
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I-008-002

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.
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I-009-001

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to social and

economic resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments will be

solicited after its publication.
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I-010-001

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm. These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.
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I-010-002

Your comment has been noted.  Please refer to comment response I-

010-001.
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I-010-003

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-010 Grev, Loren and Chris
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I-011-001

Your comment has been noted. RUS anticipates that the CapX2020

Utilities would provide compensation in the form of a one-time easement

payment to property owners who host transmission lines.  Property

owners would retain ownership of the land and may continue to use the

land around transmission structures.  RUS anticipates that the

CapX2020 Utilities would work with property owners to negotiate

easement payments after the permitting process.  If agreement on terms

for an easement cannont be reached, the utilities can  submit the dispute

to the eminent domain process.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-011-002

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-011 Honermann, Paul and Mary
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I-011-003

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to land use will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

 

I-011-004

Your comment has been noted.  Due to the transmission grid's

interconnected nature as well as to electricity's nature - it's generally

difficult to identify a specific source of electricity on the grid.

The proposed CapX2020 transmission lines will serve the region's

expected growth and help begin to meet Minnesota's Renewable Energy

Standard (RES), which requires utilities to deliver 25 percent of their

electricity from renewable sources by 2025 (Xcel Energy is mandated to

deliver 30 percent by 2020, with 25 percent from wind). Most of that

energy comes from wind turbines.

 

I-011 Honermann, Paul and Mary
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I-011-005

The utilities are striving to provide the most up to date information in a

timely manner.  Project information is updated regularly on the project

website, www.capx2020.com.

 

I-011-006

Your comment has been noted.  The RUS does not have jurisdiction

over the State of Minnesota Certificate of Need evaluations or content of

those proceedings.

 

 

I-011-007

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.
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I-012-001

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm. These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.
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I-012-002

Your comment has been noted.  Please refer to comment response I-

012-001.
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I-012-003

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.
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I-013-001

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm. These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-013 Ihrke, Bruce
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I-013-002

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to residential land use

will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.
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I-013-003

Your comment has been noted.  Please refer to comment response I-

013-001.

 

I-013-004

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

 

I-013-005

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to agricultural

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-013 Ihrke, Bruce
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I-014-001

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to agricultural

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement  will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments will

be solicited after its publication.

 

I-014-002

Your letter/comment card has been noted.  Please refer to comment

response I-014-001.
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I-014-003

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

 

I-014 Jackson, Marc
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I-015-001

Your comment has been noted. The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-015 Jensen, Neil
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I-016-001

Your comment has been noted. RUS anticipates that the CapX2020

Utilities would pay for land rights based on an independent appraisal and

will work with property owners to negotiate easement payments after the

permitting process. 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement  will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-016 Kennedy, Beau
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I-016-002

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to residential land use

will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-016-003

Your letter/comment card has been noted.  Please refer to comment

response I-016-002.

 

I-016-004

Your letter/comment card has been noted.  Potential impacts to

vegetation will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

 

I-016-005

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to vegetation,

including federal and state regulated species, will be addressed in the

Draft Environmental Impact Statement.
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I-016-006

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

 

I-016 Kennedy, Beau
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I-017-001

Your comment has been noted. RUS anticipates that the CapX2020

Utilities would pay for land rights based on an independent appraisal and

will work with property owners to negotiate easement payments after the

permitting process. 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement  will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.
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I-017-002

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to residential land use

will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-017 Kennedy, Katie
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I-017-003

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities are striving to provide the most up to date information in a timely

manner.  Project information is updated regularly on the project website,

www.capx2020.com.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-017-004

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

 

I-017-005

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-017-006

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

I-017 Kennedy, Katie
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The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.
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I-018-001

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

 

I-018 Kvittem, Reed
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I-019-001

Your comment has been noted. Socioeconomic impacts to property

values affected by the transmission line will be addressed in the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-019 Lystrom, Donna
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I-019-002

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

 

I-019 Lystrom, Donna
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I-019-003

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-019 Lystrom, Donna
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I-020-001

Your comment has been noted.  Conservation easements and other

existing types of property arrangements are evaluated by the applicant

during the routing and siting phase of the project.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-020 Maxwell, Vivian
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I-020-002

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to human and

livestock health and safety with regard to EMF will be addressed in the

Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-020-003

Your comment has been noted.  Please refer to comment response I-

020-002.

 

I-020-004

Your letter/comment card has been noted.  In addition to health and

safety, potential impacts to the aesthetic quality of the areas surrounding

the transmission line will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-020-005

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to recreational

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-020 Maxwell, Vivian
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I-021-001

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm. These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-021-002

Your comment has been noted.  Conservation easements and other

existing types of property arrangements are evaluated by the applicant

during the routing and siting phase of the project.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement is will be available on the

RUS website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments

on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-021 McCann, Daniel and Jane
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I-022-001

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to agricultural

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement  will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments will

be solicited after its publication.

 

I-022 Midje, Howard
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I-022-002

Your letter/comment card has been noted.  Please refer to comment

response I-022-001.

 

I-022-003

Your comment has been noted.  Interference with electrical equipment

caused by the transmission lines will be addressed with individual

landowners if the problem arises.

 

I-022 Midje, Howard
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I-022-004

Your comment has been noted.  RUS anticipates that the CapX2020

Utilities would pay for land rights based on an independent appraisal and

will work with property owners to negotiate easement payments after the

permitting process. 

 

I-022-005

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

 

I-022-006

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

 

I-022-007

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to social and economic

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-022-008

Your letter/comment card has been noted.  Please refer to comment

response I-022-007.

I-022 Midje, Howard
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I-023 Nauss, Lee
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I-023-001

Your comment has been noted.  Conservation easements and other

existing types of property arrangements are evaluated by the applicant

during the routing and siting phase of the project.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-023 Nauss, Lee
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I-023-002

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to human and

livestock health and safety with regard to EMF will be addressed in the

Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-023-003

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

 

I-023-004

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to human and

livestock health and safety with regard to EMF will be addressed in the

Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-023 Nauss, Lee
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I-024-001

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm. These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-024 Nordstrom, Michael and Cathlene
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I-025-001

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-025 Persons, Lee
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I-026-001

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-026 Rehard, Bruce
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I-027-001

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to human and

livestock health and safety with regard to EMF will be addressed in the

Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

The  Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-027 Rehard, Bruce
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I-027-002

Your comment has been noted.  Due to the transmission grid's

interconnected nature as well as to electricity's nature - it's generally

difficult to identify a specific source of electricity on the grid.

The proposed CapX2020 transmission lines will serve the region's

expected growth and help begin to meet Minnesota's Renewable Energy

Standard (RES), which requires utilities to deliver 25 percent of their

electricity from renewable sources by 2025 (Xcel Energy is mandated to

deliver 30 percent by 2020, with 25 percent from wind). Most of that

energy comes from wind turbines.

 

I-027 Rehard, Bruce
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I-028-001

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-028-002

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-028 Robinson, Penny
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I-028-003

Your comment has been noted.  The project is still in the development

and planning stages and the utilities are striving to provide the most up

to date information in a timely manner.  Project information is updated

regularly on the project website, www.capx2020.com.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement  will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-028-004

Your comment has been noted.  Access and terrain issues will be

assessed at a route level and with individual landowners. Alternatives to

the project will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-028 Robinson, Penny
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I-029-001

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-029 Sanborn, Jay
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I-029-002

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-029 Sanborn, Jay
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I-030-001

Your comment has been noted. The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-030 Scherping, Rick
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I-031-001

Your comment has been noted.  Impacts to historic and archeological

resources affected by the transmission line will be addressed in the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement.

 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement  will be available on the

project website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm. 

Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited

after its publication.

 

I-031-002

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

 

I-031-003

Your comment has been noted.  Access and terrain issues will be

assessed at a route level and with individual landowners. Alternatives to

the project will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-031-004

Your comment has been noted.  Cumulative Impacts will be addressed

in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-031-005

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.
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I-031-006

Your comment has been noted.  Due to the transmission grid's

interconnected nature as well as to electricity's nature - it's generally

difficult to identify a specific source of electricity on the grid.

The proposed CapX2020 transmission lines will serve the region's

expected growth and help begin to meet Minnesota's Renewable Energy

Standard (RES), which requires utilities to deliver 25 percent of their

electricity from renewable sources by 2025 (Xcel Energy is mandated to

deliver 30 percent by 2020, with 25 percent from wind). Most of that

energy comes from wind turbines.

 

I-031 Schreader, Jim
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I-032-001

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm. These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-032-002

Your comment has been noted.  Impacts to historic and archeological

resources affected by the transmission line will be addressed in the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-032 Schreader, Jim
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I-032-003

Your comment has been noted.  Impacts to historic and archeological

resources affected by the transmission line will be addressed in the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-032-004

Your comment has been noted.  Access and terrain issues will be

assessed at a route level and with individual landowners. Alternatives to

the project will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-032 Schreader, Jim
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I-033-001

Your comment has been noted. The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-033 Schwanbeck, Donald
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I-034-001

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm. These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-034-002

Your comment has been noted.  Impacts to historic and archeological

resources affected by the transmission line will be addressed in the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-034 Seidlitz, Robert and Betty
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I-034-003

Your comment has been noted.  Impacts to historic and archeological

resources affected by the transmission line will be addressed in the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-034 Seidlitz, Robert and Betty
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I-035-001

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-035-002

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-035 Steffes, Mike
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I-035-003

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-035 Steffes, Mike
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I-036-001

Your comment has been noted. The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-036 Stoltz, Allyn
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I-037-001

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-037 Sunquist, Jim
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I-038 Thomforde, Larry
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I-038-001

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-038-002

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to the aesthetic

quality of the areas surrounding the transmission line will be addressed

in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-038-003

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to wildlife will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement  will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-038 Thomforde, Larry
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I-039-001

Your comment has been noted. The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-039 Wolter, Bob
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I-040 Zarling, Linda
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I-040-001

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-040 Zarling, Linda
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I-041-001

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to social and

economic resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments will be

solicited after its publication.
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I-041-002

Your comment has been noted.  RUS anticipates that the CapX2020

Utilities would provide compensation in the form of a one-time easement

payment to property owners who host transmission lines.  Property

owners would retain ownership of the land and may continue to use the

land around transmission structures.  RUS anticipates that the

CapX2020 Utilities would work with property owners to negotiate

easement payments after the permitting process.
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I-041-003

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-041-004

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to human and

livestock health and safety will be addressed in the Draft Environmental

Impact Statement.

 

I-041 Zarling, Glenn
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I-043-001

Your comment has been noted. The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-043 Cagle, Greg

Appendix I

Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission Improvement Project Scoping Report

February 2010



I-043 Cagle, Greg

Appendix I

Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission Improvement Project Scoping Report

February 2010



I-043 Cagle, Greg

Appendix I

Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission Improvement Project Scoping Report

February 2010



I-044-001

Your comment has been noted. Socioeconomic impacts to landowners

and property values affected by the transmission line will be addressed

in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement is  will be available on the

RUS website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments

on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-044-002

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to wildlife will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-044 Cagle, Wendy
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I-045-001

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-045-002

Your comment has been noted.  Cumulative Impacts will be addressed

in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-045 Cyrus, Larry
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I-045-003

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-045 Cyrus, Larry
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I-045-004

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-045 Cyrus, Larry
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I-046-001

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-046 Engfer, Lee
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I-046-002

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to the aesthetic

quality of the areas surrounding the transmission line will be addressed

in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-046-003

Your comment has been noted. Socioeconomic impacts to landowners

and property values affected by the transmission line will be addressed

in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-046-004

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to agricultural

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-046-005

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to recreational

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-046-006

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-046-007

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to the aesthetic

quality of the areas surrounding the transmission line will be addressed

in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-046 Engfer, Lee
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I-046-008

Your comment has been noted.  The criteria used to route the

transmission line is described in the Macro Corridor Study which is

available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  These criteria and routing

process will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities have not yet permitted a route for the transmission line.

 

I-046-009

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-046 Engfer, Lee
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I-047-001

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to wildlife will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement  will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-047 Engfer, Marian
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I-047-002

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to social and economic

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-047-003

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to the aesthetic

quality of the areas surrounding the transmission line will be addressed

in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-047-004

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to recreational

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-047 Engfer, Marian
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I-047-005

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-047 Engfer, Marian
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I-048-001

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-048-002

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to human and

livestock health and safety will be addressed in the Draft Environmental

Impact Statement.

 

I-048-003

Your comment has been noted. Socioeconomic impacts to property

values affected by the transmission line will be addressed in the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-048 Hittner, Joy

Appendix I

Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission Improvement Project Scoping Report

February 2010



I-048-004

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to the aesthetic

quality of the areas surrounding the transmission line will be addressed

in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-048-005

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to the aesthetic

quality of the areas surrounding the transmission line will be addressed

in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-048 Hittner, Joy
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I-049-001

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to human and

livestock health and safety will be addressed in the Draft Environmental

Impact Statement.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement is will be available on the

RUS website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments

on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-049 Ralbrecki, Marlene
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I-050-001

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to human and

livestock health and safety will be addressed in the Draft Environmental

Impact Statement.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-050-002

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to agricultural

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-050-003

Your comment has been noted.  Socioeconomic impacts to business

owners affected by the transmission line will be addressed in the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-050 Ruff, Deborah
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I-050-004

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to human and

livestock health and safety will be addressed in the Draft Environmental

Impact Statement.

 

I-050-005

Your comment has been noted. Socioeconomic impacts to property

values affected by the transmission line will be addressed in the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-050-006

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to agricultural

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-050 Ruff, Deborah
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I-050-007

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-050 Ruff, Deborah
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I-051-001

Your comment has been noted.  Access and terrain issues will be

assessed at a route level and with individual landowners. Alternatives to

the project will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-051 Acevedo, Ricardo
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I-053-001

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-053-002

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-053-003

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-053 Anonymous3
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I-054-001

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-054-002

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to social and economic

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-054-003

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-054 Hogan, C.
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I-055-001

Your comment has been noted.  Interference with electrical equipment

caused by the transmission lines will be addressed with individual

landowners if the problem arises.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the

Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-055-002

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-055 Hogan, Tom
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I-055-003

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-055 Hogan, Tom
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I-056-001

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-056 Hurt, Marilyn
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I-056-002

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-056-003

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-056-004

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-056 Hurt, Marilyn
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I-057-001

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to geology and soil

resources caused by the transmission lines will be addressed in the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement.  

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the

project website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm. 

Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited

after its publication.

 

I-057-002

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to human and

livestock health and safety with regard to EMF will be addressed in the

Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-057-003

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-057-004

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to wildlife will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-057-005

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to the aesthetic

quality of the areas surrounding the transmission line will be addressed

in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-057 Iremonger, C.J.
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I-058-001

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-058 Maass, John
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I-058-002

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-058 Maass, John
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I-059-001

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-059 Nopar, Doug
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I-059-002

The project is still in the development and planning stages and the

utilities are striving to provide the most up to date information in a timely

manner.  Project information is updated regularly on the project website,

www.capx2020.com.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-059-003

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to recreational

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-059-004

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to human and

livestock health and safety will be addressed in the Draft Environmental

Impact Statement.

 

I-059-005

Your comment has been noted. Socioeconomic impacts to property

values affected by the transmission line will be addressed in the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-059 Nopar, Doug
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I-060-001

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-060-002

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-060-003

Your comment has been noted.  Cumulative Impacts will be addressed

in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-060 O'Malley, Ann
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I-061-001

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-061 Rosendahl, Shirley
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I-061-002

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-061-003

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-061-004

Your comment has been noted.  The RUS does not have jurisdiction

over the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources evaluations,

decisions, or content of their processes.

 

 

I-061 Rosendahl, Shirley
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I-062-001

Your comment has been noted. The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-062 Semin, Gene
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I-063-001

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-063-002

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-063-003

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-063-004

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

I-063 VanSchack, Caroline
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I-063-005

Yourcomment has been noted. Information regarding project funding and

ownership is described in the RUS accepted documents the Macro

Corridor Study and Alternative Evaluation Study, available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

The Draft EIS will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-063-006

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-063-007

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.
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I-064-001

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to the aesthetic

quality of the areas surrounding the transmission line will be addressed

in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-064-002

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to wildlife will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.
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I-064-003

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-064-004

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-064-005

Your comment has been noted.  Due to the transmission grid's

interconnected nature as well as to electricity's nature - it's generally

difficult to identify a specific source of electricity on the grid.

The proposed CapX2020 transmission lines will serve the region's

expected growth and help begin to meet Minnesota's Renewable Energy

Standard (RES), which requires utilities to deliver 25 percent of their

electricity from renewable sources by 2025 (Xcel Energy is mandated to

deliver 30 percent by 2020, with 25 percent from wind). Most of that

energy comes from wind turbines.

 

I-064-006

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.
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I-065-001

Your comment has been noted. The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.
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I-066-001

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.
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I-067-001

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-067-002

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to social and economic

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

Dairyland Power Cooperative, one of the CapX2020 utilities, has

requested financial assistance from USDA Rural Utilities Service (RUS),

for Dairyland’s anticipated 11 percent ownership interest in the proposed

Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345 kilovolt transmission line project.

RUS has determined that its funding of Dairyland’s ownership interest is

a federal action and therefore subject to the National Environmental

Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation

Act (NHPA). RUS is the lead agency for both NEPA and Section 106

review.
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I-068-001

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.
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I-068-002

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-068-003

Your comment has been noted.  Due to the transmission grid's

interconnected nature as well as to electricity's nature - it's generally

difficult to identify a specific source of electricity on the grid.

The proposed CapX2020 transmission lines will serve the region's

expected growth and help begin to meet Minnesota's Renewable Energy

Standard (RES), which requires utilities to deliver 25 percent of their

electricity from renewable sources by 2025 (Xcel Energy is mandated to

deliver 30 percent by 2020, with 25 percent from wind). Most of that

energy comes from wind turbines.

 

I-068-004

Your comment has been noted.  Due to the transmission grid's

interconnected nature as well as to electricity's nature - it's generally

difficult to identify a specific source of electricity on the grid.

The proposed CapX2020 transmission lines will serve the region's

expected growth and help begin to meet Minnesota's Renewable Energy

Standard (RES), which requires utilities to deliver 25 percent of their

electricity from renewable sources by 2025 (Xcel Energy is mandated to

deliver 30 percent by 2020, with 25 percent from wind). Most of that

energy comes from wind turbines.

 

I-068-005

Your comment has been noted.  Socioeconomic impacts to business

I-068 Braun, Greg
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owners affected by the transmission line will be addressed in the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-068-006

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to social and economic

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

Dairyland Power Cooperative, one of the CapX2020 utilities, has

requested financial assistance from USDA Rural Utilities Service (RUS),

for Dairyland’s anticipated 11 percent ownership interest in the proposed

Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345 kilovolt transmission line project.

RUS has determined that its funding of Dairyland’s ownership interest is

a federal action and therefore subject to the National Environmental

Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation

Act (NHPA). RUS is the lead agency for both NEPA and Section 106

review.

 

I-068-007

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to social and economic

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.
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I-069-001

Your comment has been noted. The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.
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I-070-001

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-070 Brindley, Tom
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I-070-002

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-070-003

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-070-004

Your comment has been noted. RUS anticipates that the CapX2020

Utilities would pay for land rights based on an independent appraisal and

will work with property owners to negotiate easement payments after the

permitting process. 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement  will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.
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I-071-001

Your comment has been noted.  Cumulative Impacts will be addressed

in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft Environmental

Impact Statement will be available on the RUS website at

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.
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I-072-001

Your comment has been noted. The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-072 Hirner, Collin
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I-073-001

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.
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I-073-002

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to social and economic

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-073-003

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to wildlife will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.
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I-073-004

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-073-005

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to social and economic

resources will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

 

I-073-006

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to wildlife will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-073-007

Your comment has been noted. Potential impacts to human and

livestock health and safety with regard to EMF will be addressed in the

Draft Environmental Impact Statement.
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I-074-001

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.
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I-074-002

Your comment has been noted.  The Draft Environmental Impact

Statement will describe, in detail, project purpose and need.  The

justification document which has been accepted by the RUS is the

Alternative Evaluation study which is available at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.

 

I-074-003Your comment has been noted. If an agreement cannot be reachedbetween a utility and the landowner, a utility may pursue a state-governed process called condemnation, under which a judge and apanel of impartial individuals decide whether the easement is neededand its value. The condemnation process varies from state to state. Ingeneral, states establish strict procedures for determining the amount alandowner should be paid by a utility for acquiring a right for constructionand maintenance of a transmission line. A government’s right to acquire– or authorize the acquisition of private property for public use, with justcompensation being given to the owner, is called eminent domain. Insome states when a transmission line crosses a rural property, alandowner, under certain conditions, may request that the utilitypurchase the entire property.

  

 

I-074-004

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.
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I-075-001

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS website at:

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its publication.

 

I-075-002

Your comment has been noted. Socioeconomic impacts to property

values affected by the transmission line will be addressed in the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement.
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I-075-003

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-075-004

Your comment has been noted.  Alternatives to the project will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.
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I-076-001

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to wildlife will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement  will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.
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I-077-001

 Your comment has been noted.  Cumulative Impacts as well as impacts

to wildlife species will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be available on the RUS

website at: http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm.  Comments on

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be solicited after its

publication.

 

I-077-002

Your comment has been noted.  Potential impacts to wildlife will be

addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

 

I-077 Jessesski, Tony

Appendix I

Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission Improvement Project Scoping Report

February 2010



I-077 Jessesski, Tony

Appendix I

Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission Improvement Project Scoping Report

February 2010



I-077 Jessesski, Tony

Appendix I

Hampton–Rochester–La Crosse 345 kV Transmission Improvement Project Scoping Report

February 2010




