December 18
Dave Seykora –

Anderson – If up against it, do you need new RoW. If it has an impact, such as

Scenic easements – not favorable for transmission, were favorable for housing

MnDOT area – as to applicant’s desire to string line along Hwy. 50, might applicants need entirely new RoW in that area?  It’s possible.  I do not have sufficient facts today to know where it could be located in relation to Hwy RoW, requires specific evaluation of where they’d place poles, where wires would be, in relation to travel, uses, could be either close or further away.  Any sense of whether a large number of trees would have to be removed.

Kaluzinak – Policies related to accommodation along routes.  Background on role of MnDOT.


Definitions first. 

Comparison with other states


Any internal work groups looking at changes to 


Briefing letter by Sec. Chu, Dept. of Energy – familiar with work of DOE
“Does not impair its utility or visual quality” – is there a standard of “visual quality” – I’d need to review the document, there is reference to scenic considerations.  Visual is a subset of aesthetic quality.

How does MnDOT define an interregional corridor?  Need to look at specific definition, but it’s high volume corridors between regions of the state.  Not necessarily controlled access, can be expressways, highways.

Unless it specifically meets state criteria, then FHWA would be required?  FHWA is required for exeptions of policy, i.e. freeways with longitudinal placement.  Routes here are on non-freeway location.  Others tend to be non-freeway, and policy does have flexibility that MnDOT can grant or deny permit.

Fiber-optics – separate document, grew from telcecommunications law of 1996, directed state DOTs to accommodate access, MnDOT does have policy that relates to fiberoptic.

Brief rundown of any standardization of roadways – definitions or dimentions of roadway surfaces?  Both, RoW.  Some terminology- roadway is travel lanes, shoulders are area just outside roadway, ditches outside hwy so water shed off and carried away, we maintain out to edge of ditches even if long slope.  Width commonly 12’ some older ones are less, shoulder 8-12 feet wide.  Certain hwys are “Trunk Hwys” which MnDOT has responsibility to construct and maintain, all receive Federal Aid Hwy system.  Includes US Hwys including interstates.  Other system, county that receive state aid and some federal, township, and streets.  Do county, etc, adopt any utility accommodation policy or are they separate.
Follow up questions –

Two exhibits.

Minnesota River Valley – Granite Falls


ID on map, Exhibit 128, Sheet 04


Byway goes through that area?  Yes

Any scenic easements in that area?  No
International Hwy 75 – King of Trails


Any scenic easements in that area?  No.

Luis – asking what was observable, wind turbines, near White SD, I did travel like that at all of our stops, in the driving I did in Granite Falls neighborhood, climbing out, once you come out to the east, 212, and there is a scenic overlook area, don’t know how many other areas have scenic overlooks.  What is the status of the scenic overlooks, this was on 212 to the south side of Hwy 212 as it comes into Granite Falls, a few of the valley, and the Xcel Energy plant.  What is status of those?

Statutory does exist for state to obtain scenic strips or scenic overlooks.  I would need to research files to determine ownership.  Changes in the scenery are items of interest to MnDOT as we continue to maintain overlooks, I also stopped at that overlook, and I droe on the scenic byway in the area where this powerline would cross.  My understanding is that is selected here for both preferred and alternate that crosses scenic byway, there are already about 3 high voltage lines that cross the byway.  My general understanding is that it would not require new RoW.  Overlooks valley, transmission lines, powerplant which I understand is not working, just a substation. If they were proposing a route that would run over an overlook because it’s acquired for scenic purposes, 23 CFR _____ would apply.  If they’re putting something in that’s visible, but not crossing, we don’t have authority over that.
Maccabee – blowout – when the conductor blows in the wind?  Yes.

How far, approximately 70 feet for 345kV?  Yes, it could be 70 feet.

Does the 1,000 feet RoW provide sufficient flexibility to accommodate DOT concerns?  Yes.

Agrimonti – Other state accommodation policies?  WI – four different classes – one is xmsn?  I think roads are third.  How does that priorities law in WI compare to Minnesota 222.37 cited on p. 4 of comments and Minnesota’s non-proliferation policy?  Asking for legal opinion.. he is with general counsel office and is a lawyer.  WI policy is to being with high voltage corridors, then pipeline, then roadways.  MN I don’t believe it has the same factors, the PPSA..  PEER?  Non-proliferation policy, I did some reaearch, did look at that case, and it was to the best of my memory interpreting a statute that was in effect at the time of that decision.  Since then, that statute has been amended, it does not contain some of the important language that lead the court to make that decision.
Route options, Ex. 158, Poorker.  Do you have an understanding of a route v. a proposed alignment?  My understanding is that the route is wider, a corridor, and less specific than an alignment.  Schedule 50., were you referring to blue line?  Yes, the alignment.  And the corridor is in yellow?  Yes.  Your testimony was not intended to state that the entire yellow corridor was not

Kevin Lennon
Original submittal from 

During CoN – one of the itnervfenors had suggested double circuiting entire route

Lyon Co to Granite Falls – original single circuit

Con identified everything as double bundled

Painted is always considered, but creates maintenance issues

Established 3800 ampacity (summer) and 2211 MVA

Cable – Norwalk to Middleton in Connecticu
EXHIBIT 159 NEXT NUMBER OF APPLICATION FOR CABLE EXHIBIT  

Preliminary – 4,000
Underground – would use same cable under the riverbottom as underground

Submarine is just laying down in trench

Maccabee – if overhead, each cable approximately inch in diameter

Bottom rating of 340 MVA

Top rating  450MVA
130-170ft – 6 foot in diameter at base

Concrete pier foundation

Typical foundation would be 40 feet where soil is not in poor condition

In poor soil conditions, deeper

Angle structure – foundation, pole, everything to put installation in

Angle options typically the same as the tangent structures

Decision Monday or Tuesday whether to continue one more day to continue today’s or Schedule USFWS
December 30 preferred day (if it exists at all)
Magnetic fields are a function of current
CapX utilitites expect it to grow from 2011 forward?  In general, loads will increase.  System changes may cause it to decrease.

Anderson - 

Type of structures applicants are considering at river crossins.
For Belle Plaine, considering anything other than double or triple Hframes


Direct – USFWS – keep them flat, then don’t stak them.
170 feet tall, double H-Frame structure

Looking at other structure types other than what you’ve described?

We’ve responded to inquiries of various entities.  We’ve been responding to their intent, i.e., lowest structures = wider RoW.

Redwood Falls – same as others

Blowout – depends on span, not height.

Have applicants provided in the record anything about the blowout required.

How close to roadway H structure may be placed?

Can use V insulators, the V prevents the line from swinging.
Poorker

Dec 3, 2008, GIS data layer in  previous correspondence –

LeSueur or Belle Plaine area – what is applicant’s current proposed route?

Exhibit 151 – route – Myrick street alignment

In terns of Myrick street alignment, there are portions of the alignment that are not within 500 feet of the blue proposed alignment.

How from original – roughly 1500 feet.

Has notice gone out to anyone about that Myrick street alignment.

No notice has been gone out but people have been notified.
They have not been notified about the Myrick street alignment but they have been notified about the route ~4,000 feet.

You would agree that it would be material to a homeowner whether it would be 1,000 feet or 4,000 feet.  Yes.

So notice of a 4,000 foot swath would not be notice of an alignment?  Correct.

Do you have plans to provide notice?  We’ve discussed.

Outcome of discussions?  To discuss further.

We haven’t decided either way.

Myrick street alignment – 

Crossover route would be a route.

Is the crossover route the applicants proposed route? The NS connecting route that goes up to Belle Plaine, is that proposed route?  No.

Is it still the preferred route, or preferred + Myrick Street alignment.

Luis – What is the bluff to bluff distance that you’re talking about

Agrimonti – ID’d Hampton, RES section, Lyon County and Lake Marion.

Recall any other sections?  Portion also approaching MN Valley Substation.

Reasons for overlaps in each of those

Hampton – need to connect into Prairie Island-Blue Lake line, ½ mile.

How long is anticipated connection – ½ mile.

RES – originally that was a portion where routes would cross each other, did choose that one that we’re calling RES, it’s a distance of roughly 2/5 miles.  Constraings – lack of roadways, ¼ section homes along those, roadways with homes close to those.

Lyon County – 

Direct p. 54 – eDockets system
How applicants plan to work with them, continuing dialog.
Does it require a permit at either Belle Plaine and LeSueur

Bluf to Bluff – 

Bluff to Bluff – LeSueur 2.5 miles

Bluff to Bluff - Belle Plaine 1.5

GIS data – shape file – existing FWS land and planned – we put existing on the application, and they asked us that we do not show them publicly because it was for their planning purposes

Luis – altitude of bluffs – are they the same?

Ek –

Draft EIS – cause to be created in this proceeding?  Could you repeat that?  Yes, Barr Engineering was our consultant.  Go over shape files, etc, because they have more experience than EIS.  Will they be helping with final EIS?  Yes, blah blah.

Draft EIS is the draft that you participated in preparing.

Maccabee – Public Testimony – modified southern route.  Helmberger?  That proposal would have included a substation for Lake Marion expansion.

OES attempted to preserve the segments without considering moving the substation south.

Did OES receive information from the applicant that moving it south would be undesireable from an engineering point of view?  No.

Why the Task Force process was not able or allowed to consider moving the new 345kV expansion of Lake Marion south?  From my understanding, that was a Certificate of Need, they needed to connect to various substation and points, and from my understanding was not part of the certificate of need.

Did you ever bring an engineer to the task force to learn wehteh the Helmberger proposal would work or not work?  No.

Did you ever consult with the PUC to determine whether changes in that 345kV expansion would be consistent or inconsistent with the CoN? No.

Would you agree after your work on the EIS that one reason the north route has less impact than the south is that it has to run up and south on 35?  We’re still in process, can’t say at this point.

In terms of homes within 500ft significantly increases?  No, we’ve not formulated any opinions on any routes because there’s still more process to go to.

Would determining substation location normally be part of the routing process?  Yes.
Consideration of arguments for Overland’s request for issuance of Subpoena to either Tony Sullins or Charlie Blair.  If there is any such appearance December 30th.

Agrimonti - Included in supplement to the application, and the April 30 was in eDockets.  There’s been ample time for investigation.  There are a number of letters, that’s adequate for the record as it needs to be developed at this time.  We have some concerns with subpoenaing federal employees.

Hammel – first and foremost I would like to say that the letters that have come in from the FWS are primarily part of the EIS process, the April 30 letter was a comment on the scoping, which is solely within the Commissioner of Commerce.  I was concerned that it was entered into the record by the public.  Clearly within the Dept. of Commerce record, it is there.  I clicked on the Energy Facility, to Routing, to Projects, and clicked on file register and there it was.  My point is that this was not something new that should have been any surprise to anyone who was participating in these sorts of matters.  The scoping, although I will qualify that by stating that there were 999 comments, they are all on the June 3rd registry, in the Brookings docket, they’ve been there since June 3rd.    the OES doesn’t’ wish to limit things that are entered for the record, some of these things that get entered aren’t necessary, the parallel process with the DEIS, up to the Commissioner of Commerce.  The Nov. 30 is going to be included in the final EIS and will be addressed there.  It’s not something that needs to be addressed outside of the final EIS.  Unless the Commisssion is to determine that it is not satisfied, that it is not adequate.  These are in the record, the OES has no problem with it.  Subpoenaing a federal USFWS employee, that seems to be something way beyond what is intended in the contested case proceeding in the Final EIS in this matter.

Maccabee – I believe that Ms. Hammel is only partially correct, it’s to Chair Boyd and it pertains to routing matters, I’m not going to get into whether this is in the record or not.  But this April 30 letter refers to routing, and at least as of april 2009, the USFWS had a strong preference for a route that was different from applicant’s preferred.  I think it would be helpful to ask them about various route alternatives, whtehr they’re in conflict with their regulation.  Getting to 

Recross –

USFWS 
Exhibit 322 – April 30, 2009 USFWS Letter to Boyd
Exhibit 139 – October 6, 2009 Letter to Ek
Exhibit138 – November 30, 2009 Letter to Ek
December 30 – if we reconvene

Briefing schedule –

Convene next week - status

