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1 MS. ROSS McCALIB: -- as I mentioned, the 1 We've also had 15 work groups, which were
2 three 345 kV lines are before Commissioner — Judge 2 a new innovation of this project, where we asked
3 Jones Heydinger to evaluate the need for the three S people to sign up to be involved in further detail
4 projects. 4 and discussion ebout route options, We invited some
5 Just last week, in fect, we all — the 5 folks we knew would be interested. We invited local
6 applicants and &ll parties filed the final briefs in 6 government units, counties, townships to come and
7 that proceeding, and now the matter is before the 7 really work with us in poring over the maps, taking
B8 administrative law judge for her review, a report 8 a look at what areas might make sense, again, and
8 upcoming. We're not sure when that may happen, 9 helping inform us and helping, frankly, us
10 expecting it could be anywhere from 30 to 60 days. 10 understand what the criteria and thoughts were of
11 So potentially there could be a recommendation from 11 folks who would potentially be involved in the
12 the judge coming out on the need for these three 12 project.
13 345 kV lines in March or April. 13 We've had continued communications
14 There are three projects that are 14 through newsletters and the website with government
15 associated with the CapX 2020 certificate of need. 15 agencies, direct mail pieces, and much of this is
16 The docket you have before you today is one of those 16 described in section four of the Brookings route
17 projects, the route permit application for the 17 permit application. We've also had extensive
18 Brookings, South Dakota to Hampton, Minnesota 345kV 18 preapplication engagement with federal and state
19 transmission project 19 agencies, again, helping us to identify potential
20 We also have two other 345 k'V projects 20 routes and what areas might make sense and what
21 that are under development for the route permit 21 areas we need to avoid,
22 applications. And that is one line proposed to nm 22 You know, and really throughout that
23 from Monticello, Minnesota up to the Fargo area in 23 project what we found is people have told us they
24 North Dakota. We're looking at filing that in two 24 have two really important criteria. One is to try
25 pieces for the route permit application. 25 to minimize the impact to homes as we selected our :
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1 The first is the Monticello to St. Cloud 1 routes. The second was to use existing right-of-way
2 piece, which we're hoping to file at the end of this 2 in whatever ways we could. And so in the :
3 quarter or early second quarter of 2009. The second &) application that you have before you we have !
4 part of that line would be from St. Cloud up to the 4 purposely and very specifically looked at those :
5 Fargo area, and we're looking at filing that this 5 criteria in defining the areas that we're proposing
6 summer of 2009. The third line that's part of the 6 for routes.
7 345 kV CapX 2020 projects is the Twin Cities to 7 We also, obviously, are looking at
8 LaCrosse line. Apgain, we're developing that route B wildlife management areas, we're looking at crossing
9 permit application, we're expecting that that may be 9 the Minnesota River and where that best might
10 filed before you as the Commission the end of summer (10 happen, and sometimes determining the route is just
11 or early fall of 2009. 11 a matter of point A to point B, along with the
12 Part of the really concerted effort that 12 different variables that are associeted with that.
13 we've made at CapX 2020 is to engage the public in 13 We have worked in this route proposal
14 the development of the route permit epplication, the 14 that we've developed for our preferred and
15 development of the routes. We have had multiple 15 alternative routes where we found we could best
16 outreach efforts that have been associated with 16 minimize the impact to homes, to prime farmlands,
17 that. We have held over 24 open houses just along 17 minimize the impact to natural resources and
18 this Brookings project itself as a means and 18 archaeclogical sites, and also has fewer overall
19 mechanism to inform the public about the project, 19 line miles, which would minimize costs and maximize
20 get ideas for what potentiel routes might be, help 20 efficiencies.
21 us to identify if there is sensitive areas or 21 So that's a little bit about how we
22 archeeological sites, and really talk with them 22 determined what the route application would be, how
23 gbout what criteria are for how would you determine 23 we came to this point to have it before you, and
24 a route, obviously following the Minnesota state 24 this is one of the several projects that you'll be
25 25

guidelines for route permitting.

seeing before you within the next several months.
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1 CHAIR BOYD: Have you or the Department 1 The green lipe is the preferred route and
2 had & conversation with South Dakota about a border 2 the dark blue line is the alternative route that's
3 crossing? Is that a topic thet's come up? 3 proposed. It's -- again, it's 237 miles -- I'm
4 MS. ROSS McCALIB: We have -- oh, do you 4 sorry. The preferred route is 237 miles, the
5 want to go shead, Greg? 5 requested route width is 1,000 feet. However, there
6 MR. POORKER: Yes, we have had 6 are some circumstances where that would be expanded |
7 discussions with themn and with the South Dakota 7 to the maximum 1.25 miles. You can see -- well,
8 Public Utilities Commission, and we need to follow 8 actually, let me move to the next map. There will
9 up with them soon now that we've filed for this 9 be areas where the route is expanded, such as in the
10 route application. 10 dark blue area there, which would be typical for
it CHAIR BOYD: Okay. Questions on the 11 areas where the route would cross rivers, and also
12 project overview? 12 in the areas of newly proposed substations,
13 COMMISSIONER REHA: I just have one 13 This would be the route from the border
14 question, Mr. Chair, if I might. You talked about 14 to Lyon County, and if we continue, it's divided
15 an 18-month process and how you reviewed. How many; 15 into six segments. You can divide it into six
16 routes did you look at before coming up with the two 16 segments. Also, the right-of-way width along most
17 preferred ones in this docket? 17 of the route would be 150 feet within that
i8 MS. ROSS McCALIB: Commissioner Reha, 1B 1,000-foot requested route width.
19 we -- we started looking at 6- to 12-mile wide 19 As you can see, once you get over past,
20 potential corridors and then broke that into 20 Jjust past Marshali, the line would veer north up to
21 segments or possibilities. And I think looking at 21 a proposed Hazel Creek substation, And also it
22 the segments, which could be anywhere from amileto 122 would contirue west from the Lyon County substation,
23 a few miles, it wes actually about 1,800 route 23 that's where it would fork there end go north and --
24 segments or sections that we looked at in trying to 24 go east, I'm sorry, and continue across the state.
25 pull together where the best options might be. 25 I believe it runs through approximately 11 counties.
Page 7 Page 9|
1 COMMISSIONER REHA: Okay. And thenyou i 1 And, again, there's another area by the Cedar
2 applied those factors that you described ebout 2 Mountain substation where the route width, the
3 minimizing impact on homes and existing right-of-way i 3 requested route width is expanded in the green.
4 and shoriest distance between two locales and all 4 And, finally, you would make your way to
5 those -- you used those crileria, then you set them 5 south of the Twin Cities metro areea and up into the :
6 over all the routes that you looked &t? 6 proposed Hampton substation just north of the city
7 MS. ROSS McCALIB: Wedid. And we talked 7 of Hampton.
8 with, again, the agencies, landowners, mterested ] So that's & very quick review of the
S landowners about those criteria and did they make 9 proposed transmission line project. 4
10 sense, so that all went into the compilation and 10 CHAIR BOYD: Are there questions for
11 definition of our final proposal, yes. 11 Mr. Ek?
12 COMMISSIONER REHA: Okay. Thankyou, (12 MR. CUPIT: Mr. Chairman.
13 CHAIR BOYD: Mr. Ek, did you want to do 13 CHAIR BOYD: Mr. Cupit
14 an overview of the project from your perspective or 14 MR. CUPIT: May I note for the record
15 should we hear from other parties first? 15 that prior to the issuance - or after the issuance H
16 MR. EK: Mr, Chairmen, yes, [ havea 16 of the staff briefing papers from OES and before the :
17 slide presentation with a number of maps that kind 17 beginning of today's meeting we did receive two ;
18 of break down the route. And you can see kind of 18 comment letters on matters before the Commission on
19 where it lies within Minnesota, if you like. 19 this docket, and I just wanted to note that and that
20 CHAIR BOYD: Please, go ahead. 20 those parties are present. [ believe the first,
21 MR. EK: Allright This first map is a 21 signed by Mr. Jeff Otto, is represented by Ms, --
22 general overview of the entire project, and you can 22 MS. JENNINGS: Jennings.
23 see how it starts over on the South Dakota/Minnesota {23 MR. CUPIT: Jennings, thank you. And
24 border at the Brookings County -- at Brookings 24 Carol Overland was the second party. And sll those
25

X
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County near Hendricks,

have been distributed to Commissioners and counsel.
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1 I might add that we're not aware that 1 The reason for this is a task force, if

2 other folks are here to speak to this issue, but 2 it was placed in one area along the route, you

3 there may be, just so you give that opportunity, if 3 are — you are limiting that tesk force -- what am [

14 you wish. 4 trying to say? The task force would be limited to

5 CHAIR BOYD: Ms. Jennings and 5 that, concerns in that specific ares, and there

6 Ms, Overland both are requesting citizen advisory 6 may - along this route there are going to be

7 task forces, so why don't we go ahead and address 7 different concerns and different issues, I believe,

8 that issue. 8 with regards to different locales and citizens along

9 Mr. Ek, were you done? I'm somry, I 9 the route.
10 didn't mean to cut you off, but I don't know if you 10 Cut in the west end of the route you're
11 had any other comments. 11 going io run into more agricultural-type issues, and
12 MR. EK: No, Mr. Chairman. At this 12 as it gets closer to the Cities it's going to
13 point, no, for review of the project. Icanalso i3 become -- there are going to be more concerns with
14 get to the Commission decision options, unless there {14 residents.
15 are more questions about the project. 15 So the thought was with a focus group we
16 CHAIR BOYD: Well, let's hold off on that 16 could target those select areas. And in most times
17 a minute, I think it's a little early. 17 during the public meetings that we hold, those
18 Mr. Eknes. 18 concerns, those common concerns are usually revealed
19 MR_ EKNES: Thank you, Mr. Chair, if 1 19 during those public meetings, during the question
20 might interject. I think it might be helpful for, 20 and enswer periods during those meetings, as well as
21 if he doesn't mind, Mr. Ek to go through the draft 21 a lot of the phone calls and such that we take prior
22 public participation plan, because I think that lays 22 to and during the regular business as conducted.
23 out some of the issues related to the task force, or 23 So the thought is to tailor these focus
24 a task-force-like setup. And I'm also aware there 24 groups in those areas along the route that -- where
25 is a person who lives in Scott County who would also 25 these concerns do arise and therefore focus on these :

Page 11 Page 13

1 like to -- has not petitioned for a task force, but 1 local issues and get input from those people who

2 is interested in the opportunity to address the 2 have those specific concerns.

3 Commission. <) CHAIR BOYD: Ms. Pile.

4 CHAIR BOYD: If there's an opportunity. 4 MS. PILE: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

5 I'm not sure if we'll have time foday. This isn'ta 5 I wanted to back up a little bit just to

6 public comment period, necessarily. But we'll see 6 talk a bit about the whole draft public

7 what we can do on time. ki participation plan.

B MR. EKNES: Thank you. 8 When we in Energy Facility Permitting

9 CHAIR BOYD: Mr. Ek, did you went to -- 9 approach a project we always are very cognizant of
10 Mr. Eknes is right, we probably should walk through 10 the need and techniques to try to get public
11 your public participation plan and then we'll go 11 involvement. We usually -- we obviously alweys have
12 into the requests for an advisory task force, 12 the things that are required by rule, the public
13 forces. 13 information meetings, scoping meetings and that sort
14 MR. EK: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, 14 of thing, end then do add-ons as seem appropriate
15 Commissioners. 15 and necessary as we move through the process.
16 As you can see in the comments and 16 Usually that's not officially written up, it's just L
17 recommendations, the idea with regards to a task 17 something we do as we go along,
18 foree, it of course was looked at, and considering 18 For a project like this, we felt it was
19 the size of the project, that is, you know, the 19 really important to develop and document a specific l
20 length and the linear nature of this project, the 20 approach and to really give a lot more thought to :
21 one task force, our thoughts, would not be effective 21 what are the ways that we can really enhance all of
22 for this project. So the idea was to come up with a 22 the techniques that we have to make it easier for
23 more robust public participation plan that would 23 people fo participate. Along with that, we have
24 include creation of focus groups, multiple focus 24 recently added to our staff a person whose specific

25
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job is public involvement and helping us improve and
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1 enhance the tools that we have for public 1 to be as specific and clear as possible.
2 imvolvement. 2 MS, PILE: Yes. Chair, Commissioner
3 So this is our first sort of official 3 Reha, I don't think we gave a lot of thought to the
4 public participation plan in looking at — trying to 4 use of the term, other than that we were focusing an
5] really look at it from the point of outcomes. What 5 a geographic area, or perhaps focusing on an issue,
6 do we want to achieve by trying to get the public 6 maybe it's river crossings, for example —
7 inmvolved and then what are some approaches that we | 7 COMMISSIONER REHA;: I sce.
8 can take to achieve those outcomes? And that's what ; 8 MS. PILE: — if that came up as an area
9 you have before you today. And I am hoping that ] of real concern.  As Scott went through some of
10 people in the public, you, others, will help us (o 10 these slides here, for example, you'll see in -- 1
11 improve these kinds of approaches and give us more i11 think it's in Renville County, there's some rather
12 ideas. 12 big areas noted where a substation might go. It's
13 As Scott mentioned, what we've proposed 13 quite undefined. Now, that to me sort of jumps out
14 for the focus group concept seems -- seemed 1o be 14 as an area that I'm expecting local governments and
15 something that was able to really have a lot of 15 citizens are going to want to have some real
16 flexibility. We know from the meetings we've had so i16 discussions with us about.
17 far, scoping meetings that we had during the 17 I'd view that, yes, they would have a
18 certificate of need process and comments that we've {18 charge, very much in the same way that an advisory
19 received through that, that there's certain areas 15 task force does, that people would be specifically
20 where there are real concerns. Some other areas, we 20 invited to the table to attend. Hopefully they
21 don't know yet, but it's possible through the 21 would also commit to being involved and sticking
22 meetings that we'll hold for this project that 22 with it.
23 things will come up. 23 We've used this -- I don't kmow if we've
24 We like the — we want to remain flexible 24 ever quite called them focus groups, but we've used |
25 and be able to design things as they come up, as 25 groups, work groups or whatever one might wantto |
Page 15 Page 17}
1 we've done in quite a few of the other routing 1 title them, in other projects and have found that
2 projects, where local people have had & concern 2 concentrating on some specific areas, some specific
3 about a particular ares or 8 particular issue and 3 concerns, people are inierested, they do
4 we've been able to very quickly put together focus 4 participate, they are kind of motivated to come and
5 groups, concentrate on their issues, and help them &) exchange information.
6 identify alternatives that can be locked at in the 6 CHAIR BOYD: Commissioner OBrien.
7 process. 7 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: I've participated
8 CHAJR BOYD: Thank you. B in focus groups where you make forced choices. Now, |
9 MS. PILE: So just that brief 9 I don't know if your -- if your focus group is
10 mtroduction. 10 simply another name for a citizen advisory group or
11 CHAIR BOYD: Commissioner Reha, wereyou (11 if it's a forced choice group. Do you have --
12 going to ask a question? 12 MS. PILE: Chair, Commissioner, I don't
13 COMMISSIONER REHA: [ was just goingto {13 understand that term. Could you explain that a
14 ask, this issue of focus groups, it's kind of a 14 little bit to me?
15 different term that's really not anywhere in the 15 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: Sure, The focus
16 statute or rules. And was it your contemplation 16 group is focused, you want an outcome. If not this,
17 that these are just a bunch of advisory groups with 17 this, and we'll rank and grade and come up with a
18 a smaller geographical area to focus on, and would 18 focused outcome. That's a process, not a label.
19 they each have a charge, as contemplated by the 19 MS. PILE: Um-hum,
20 slatute? 20 COMMISSIONER OBRIEN: It sounds to me
21 Focus group kind of throw -- threw me a 21 like you're using a term that can mean one thing in
22 little bit because I didn't know what status & focus 22 the social sciences and another in the political
23 group had vis-a-vis an advisory group. And I don't 23 arena and perhaps yon're mixing them.
24 want to get hung up on terms of art, but on a 24 MS. PILE: Um-hum. Yeah, Chair and
25

e}
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controversial project of this nature I think we need

Commissioners, yes, it was not our intention that
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1 it's that kind of forced choice that you talk about. 1 all [ocal units of government. ]
2 When we've had them before, it's -- 2 And in many -- in my public participation
3 sometimes we'll use the Depariment of Administration 3 career in state government, which is now about 34
4 to help us with facilitating, and it's often more of 4 years, I found that ofien local governments like you
5 a consensus type of an approach. &) to go to them rather than you hold a meeting and say
6 If a group -- you'll note in the plan we 6 you come to us. So our plan is to be going to the
7 say if possible the group would recommend an 7 regional development commissions to talk with them,
8 alternative. If they can't, that's fine. It's 8 to go to the county planning and zoning
9 more -- it's more documenting what they've had to 9 administrators, in other words, so that there would

10 say, getting ideas from them on what alternatives 10 be those feedback loops throughout the process so

11 they want o have included. If the whole group is 11 that &s alternatives develop we can see how that

12 not - is not of one mind on an alternative, that's 12 plays in another area or connects with another arca,

13 certainly fine, advisory groups aren't often. 13 If that addresses your concern?

14 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: I could just 14 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: I'm not sure it

15 carry on with that thought a little bit. Cna 15 does, but --

16 project of this scope and length we should have 16 MS. PILE: Yesh,

17 citizen advisory groups, clearly, in my view. But 17 COMMISSIONER QO'BRIEN: -- I'm not sure

18 the citizen edvisory group in Dakota County will 18 that my concern is other than just a question.

19 have Dakota County issues and the citizen advisory 19 MS.PILE: Yeah. Yeah.

20 group in -- if we get a request from one in Lyon 20 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: I don't know, it

21 County, will have a different procedure. And it 21 just strikes me that it might be different, but I

22 kind of depends on where you start. 22 don't know, I'll wait to hear from the parties and

23 If you start at Lyon County and it's 23 the other participants,

24 coming in a direction end at en angle and in a 24 CHAIR BOYD: Let's go ahead and -- ah,

25 momentum that kind of sets up what's going to happen  :25 Mr. Eknes. :

Page 19 Page 21}

1 in Dakota County, or you start in Dakota County and 1 MR. EKNES: Thank you, Mr, Chair, I'll
2 go west, talk to me about that thought. I seeit's 2 interject again.
3 described as Brookings to Hampton, is there a value 3 I do want to point out that there is
4 judgment embedded in that thought or is that just 4 something that the Department has recommended with  §
5 happenstance? 5 these focus groups that is different, very
6 CHAIR BOYD: Your concern is that one 6 specifically different than a task force group. And
7 group might lead us wildly -- a recommendation would | 7 that is, is that, you know, the statute requires for
8 come that's wildly incompatible with the 8 a task force to be completed upon its charge, or the
9 recommendation of another 9 date that alternatives are developed, or another E

10 COMMISSIONER OBRIEN: 1 guess I'll start 10 date picked by the Commission, whichever is first.

11 back a little bit further and say it's captioned as 11 And what the Department hes recommended :

12 from Brookings to Hampion. Would we get a different $12 in their paper, actually, is that these focus groups

13 process if we captioned it Hampton to Brookings? 13 would continue beyond any of those points. And

14 MS. PILE: Cheir and Commissioners, I 14 would, I guess, still be engaged to provide comments

15 don't think so. It would still be the A to B or B 15 until -- on the draft EIS. So it's different in

16 to A, that the applicant has to have a preferred and 16 that respect, a task force would end when the

17 alternative route and then we would be going out to 17 alternatives are determined. These focus groups,

18 the local governments and the public to ask about 18 apparently, would go to the point to where they'd

1% variations that could be totally different or they 19 comment on the draft

20 could be variations within e smeller scope of 20 And I just want to kind of indicate a

21 geography. 21 concern with that. Because I'm not sure, then, you

22 As to the concept, though, or the concern 22 konow, do these entities have a different status,

23 of having a group in one area and not in others, as 23 then, on the comments that they make on a draft

24 are -- as we proposed in the public participation 24 environmental impact statement as opposed to a

25

plan, our awareness effort includes reaching out to

citizen who makes one?
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1 So I just want to point out that that's 1 Whether a group can do that or not is really up to '
2 different than anything we've done previously, it 2 them, there might not be any kind of unanimity.
3 extends these groups beyond, and I'm not sure what 3 We have developed a description of the
4 status it gives these groups during that period that 4 work for that first focus group or work group that
5 the environmental impact statement is out and open 5 we identified in the plan. And I think we can put
6 for comment. 6 that on the overhead, if you'd like to see it. I
7 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: Mr. Chair. 7 don't know how to do that, but someone here probably
8 CHAIR BOYD: Commissioner O'Brien. 8 does.
9 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: Without more 9 And I think what you'll see with that is
10 information as to mission and process and direction 10 there's a two-part - a two-part charge that we had
11 and organizing principles, I'm reluctant to just say 11 developed, and the one part is essentially the kind
12 go forth, focus groups, and do your thing. I mean, 12 of thing that an advisory task force can do. Part
13 that just strikes me as — as not what the statutes 13 two is this extra ifem thet Bret mentioned that goes
14 contemplate and not particularly — now, I might be 14 beyond -- coh-hoo.
15 dead wrong on that. Maybe this is cutting edge and {15 CHAIR BOYD: It gets better.
16 we need to take a look at it, and I'll reserve 16 MS. PILE: Oh, good. Yeah, okay. I see
17 judgment on that for some more, but to just pick a 17 my little edits there. So, hmm.
18 phrase, not really know exactly what it is and say 18 MS. OVERLAND: Are there copies of this?
19 this is what we're going to do, strikes me as a 19 MS. PILE: This is the copy.
20 little risky. 20 This is just to give you an idea of what
21 CHAIR BOYD: Ms, Pile. 21 we had come up with and what our thoughts were on
22 MS. PILE: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, 22 the charge of such focus groups or work groups. And
23 I want to thank Mr. Eknes for pointing 23 indeed, yeah, they would be asked to do a particular
24 out that element that I had not mentioned. And 24 thing. I don' think it's appropriate to ask people
25 indeed, the focus groups or work groups or whatever 125 to spend their time coming to these sorts of ;
Page 23 Page 25
1 you want to call it that we had scheduled to 1 sessions and spend their time trying to come up to :
2 confinue beyond the scope and to have meetings when 2 speed on a project without some real idea of what's
3 the draft environmental impact statement came out so 3 going to come out of it and what's expected of them.
4 that they could not only comment on that, but if 4 CHAIR BOYD: With respect to Mr. Eknes's
5 there was an alternative that they felt was the best 5 point about -- meybe it's perception about status in
6 alternative, they could make a remark on that at 6 commenting, really once the scope is done and the
7 that time. 7 draft EIS is in and it's this period of comment you
8 At the scope a group identifies items B8 describe, you could argue that the same sort of
9 that they want covered in an environmental impact 9 thing could happen from a task force that had been
10 statement. You don't know, reatly, how those 10 disbanded, but the participants choose to
11 alternatives are going to play out until you've done 11 collectively in some way intervene or make a comment
12 all of the analysis to see what the impacts are. 12 as & group. There would be a way — are there ways
13 Once you have that packaged together, then the group {13 for things to happen?
14 would have another opportunity to say, okay, whatdo {14 I guess what I'm worrying about, in part,
15 you think of these aliernatives now, now that you've 15 is managing expectation about what -- I think that
16 seen what the impects are? 16 was Mr. Eknes's point, about what level of official
17 This is actually an approach we used in 17 participation a focus group has es they make
18 the Big Stone routing — in the Big Sione routing 18 comments. AmI-- am I ight, Mr. Fknes?
19 portion, and in that particular case we used the 19 MR. EKNES: Yes, Mr. Chair,
20 regional development commission &s the platform for 20 COMMISSIONER REHA: Mr. Cheir, I'm just
21 a work group. That project just covered that space 21 kind of hung up on this focus group, advisory task 4
22 of geagraphy, plus one county, they invited the 22 force distinction. It seems to me that your focus
23 other county in to join them. And that group did 23 group is an advisory task foree, except that there's I
24 meet once the draft EIS was out and they did in fact 24 some -- some continuation of the group beyond the
25

IS
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comment on it and endorse a particular alternative.

suggestion of alternatives, and [ think the statute
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1 specifically said that the advisory task force 1 forces.
2 responsibility ends at the conclusion of the route 2 And I don't know how many that should be
3 selection. 3 today, but I'd prefer a mixed blend, perhaps. That
4 So it seems that we're kind of 4 we use the model that's set forth in statute, that
5 circumventing what the law has indicated. And I 5 we've used before, that a rumber of potential
6 would just prefer that we not develop a new kind of 6 participants are asking for, which is their right
7 group and just cal] them -- we can set up an 7 under the statute. I'd prefer to do that. And then
8 advisory task force, one or many, I don't think 8 to the extent that you can supplement that with
9 we're limited in the number. And it would just seem 9 focus groups who could perhaps have a longer life to
10 to me simpler to talk about an advisory task force 10 be involved in cornments on the EIS, I wouldn't have
11 or forces. 11 a problem with that, but I wouldn't want them to
12 And we could certainly appoint them on & 12 supplant the advisory groups.
13 geographical basis along the line, you know, for 13 CHAIR BOYD: Commissioner O'Brien.
14 Dakota County, or even as you've indicated down 14 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: With respect to
15 here, you know, in terms of who should beon eachof {15 the document in front of us, if you substituted
16 the task forces, you know, to set it up 16 focus group, which I think eppears five times, with
17 geographically along the line. Because, obviously, 17 advisory task force, you would eliminate the problem
18 the folks in Dakota County aren't quite as 18 and get the product that you want. Unless I'm
19 interested in the issues that they would be way over 19 missing something.
20 by Brookings, you know. But, you know, and there 20 CHAIR BOYD: Well, at least as far as we
21 could be cross-communication among the advisory task {21 know the situstion today, which can change.
22 forces. 22 MS. PILE: Yeeh. Commissioners, you
23 ButI just think by introducing -- my 23 would have to eliminate charge two.
24 personal opinion is introducing another animal, you 24 COMMISSIONER REHA: Right
25 know, in the mix, could creste issues. Especially 25 CHAIR BOYD: Yeah. Iwonder if it makes :
Page 27 Page 29 |
1 if the charge is broader than what the statute had 1 any sense to think about organizing a small number '
2 contemplated. 2 of task forces, roughly along the line, say three.
3 So 1 guess I'm sort of a strict 3 And from there you could have subgroups working. I
4 structuralist here on that, but T'll listen to 4 mean, this allows you to sort of focus on regional
5 others' opinions. ) issues, but not create so many groups that I'm
6 CHAIR BOYD: Commissioner Pugh, 6 worried about running you two ragged. Completely
7 COMMISSIONER PUGH: Thenk you, Mr. Chair. § 7 ragged. We'll run you ragged, but not all the way
B And I did have one question. And that is, it seemed B ragged.
9 to me that in part the focus group concept emerged "] Is that something that can work as an
10 from a belief that there could be just one advisory 10 organizing vehicle? I'm not sure where to draw the
11 task force. Is that comrect? Does the statute or 11 lines, but roughly an east, roughly a west, and
12 the rule limit us to just one advisory task force? 12 something in the center part of the line?
13 MS. PILE: No, Commissioner. In fact, I 13 MS. PILE: Commissioners, we did look at
14 believe in our briefing paper we say that one 14 that kind of concept. And a couple of reasons why
15 approach would be to have multiple ones along the 15 we didn't recommend that to you were that it's --
16 line, but the one downside is that those do end when 16 it's not clear at this point that — that an
17 the scope is issued. 17 advisory task force is needed at every place along
18 COMMISSIONER PUGH: Mr. Chair, following 18 the line. That's why we were going to be reaching
19 on the comments of Comrmissioner Reha, I do have some (19 out to regional development commissions, out to the
20 concern of trying to create & pew vehicle for, in 20 planning and zoning administrators and the other
21 this case, the focus groups to supplant the advisory 21 local governments, to see what kind of interest
22 task foree. [ would — I'd favor having a mumber of 22 there was.
23 advisory task forces that perhaps are supplemented 23 Part of our plan calls for sending out a
24 by focus groups as well, but that we actually 24 questionpaire to them to just see what are the
25 25

utilize the statutory framework for a sef of task
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1 the applicant has dealt with people's issues and 1 will be invited. And here we have a petition from a
2 they don't have the interest. 2 citizens group who wants to be participating in this
3 So we didn't want to artificially divide 3 process. We wanted to be participating in the
4 the route up into segments. For example, one could 4 process with CapX and felt like our needs weren't
5 think maybe by county, but there's quite a few of 5 being heard. We as a township drafted an ordinance
6 those. One could look substation to substation, but 6 to suggest an alternate route. Not an ordinance,
7 there are several counties that would be then in two 7 but a recommendation that I think is included in an
B areas. So we were really looking for more of, you 8 appendix somewhere in the report. But it wasn't — |
9 might call it an organic forming. 9 we don't feel like it was heard. B
10 We certainly could attempt the formal 10 I do feel like I'm uniquely quatified to
11 ones at various parts of the route divided into 11 comment on the entire route because of my 20-year [
12 parts. At this point I don't know what kind of 12 mapping carcer with the state of Minnesota. I've 3
13 response we'd get. I know in this area we will get 13 mnapped the official geology of the entire route. :
14 response, absolutely. In some other parts of the 14 And I do think there's some natural breaks to make
15 state, the local governments might not respond. We {15 in this. You have the Prairie Coteau region, you
16 have had that happen in some cases. 16 have the lowlands of central Minnesota, you have
17 CHAIR BOYD: If we authorize the 17 river crossings.
18 formation and there is no - 18 And I also think that starting at about
19 MS. PILE: Interest. 19 New Prague and coming east it's a very different
20 CHAIR BOYD: — interest, the group is 29 landscape. And Dakota County in particular has the
21 just idle. 21 farmland and natural areas process, where we have
22 MS. PILE: Um-hum. Okay. 22 identified in the county lands that we want to buy
23 CHAIR BOYD: Commissioner Wergin, then (23 conservation easements on. And this kind of seems
24 we'll start to hear from -- 24 to have ignored that process. We have lands that we
25 COMMISSIONER WERGIN: Thank you, 25 would like to protect that this route is going :
Page 31 Page 33}
1 Mr. Chair. 1 across, or the proposed and alternate routes are
2 CHAIR BOYD: Tum your mic on, please. 2 kind of ignoring these areas that we would like to
3 COMMISSIONER WERGIN: I'm sorry, I turn 3 preserve either right now or in the future.
4 it off because I don't want to cough into it. 4 And so it's for those reasons that we
5 Mr. Chair, Ms. Pile, how many RDCs are 5 really feel like the citizens that are already
6 there along the route? 6 active in this process, have been active the whole
7 MS. PILE: Chair and Commissioner, there 7 way, would like to be participants.
8 are four regional development commissions, plus the 8 Let me just look at my notes to see if I
9 Metropolitan Council, so five. 9 covered everything.
10 COMMISSIONER WERGIN: So there are five. {10 And here, in this document I have, it
11 MS. PILE: Yep. 11 states one to three meetings, this one says one to
12 COMMISSIONER WERGIN: Thank you. 12 four. H it's extended over an even longer time
13 MS. PILE: One of the counties is in 13 period I just feel like that's not enough input.
14 southeastern Minnesota where there is no active RDC, {14 That's ot very many meetings, especially if it's
15 s0 there's another region, but no RDC. 15 just limited to one or two.
16 COMMISSIONER WERGIN: Thank you, 16 Thenk you.
17 Mr. Chair, ] was just trying to remember, because [ 17 CHAIR BOYD: Ms. Overland.
18 thought maybe that was a logical breakup of areas, 18 MS. OVERLAND: Thank you, Mr. Chair and
19 but that's quite a few. 19 Commissioners.
20 CHAIR BOYD: Ms. Jennings. 20 I've been involved in six task forces,
21 MS. JENNINGS: Thank you, Mr. Chair. 21 too, somewhat as an observer, but for clients that I
22 I understand that it might be simple to 22 was representing. Starting with the Goodhue County
23 substitute the words in this document before us, but 23 Task Force on Nuclear Waste; Chisago One; the
24 1 think one thing that strikes me is that it's who 24 Southwest 345, that was more as an observer; the
25

is empowering whom, and this document says people
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1 around; and as an cbserver of the Praire Island 1 regular people who are affected.
2 Uprate Task Force. 2 So what I have urged you to consider is 2
3 There have been problems increasing in 3 on the last page of my request. Because there have |
4 seriousness since the stetute was changed in 2001, 4 been problems and so these speak to those specific E
5 and -- let's see. I think you all have & copy of my 5 problems that we've had. i
6 request for a task force. And the statute is there 6 I've discussed mumber one, to order - I
7 and, Chair Boyd, you can see the language and the 7 ask you to order appointment of a citizen advisory
8 charge for task forces there. 8 task force with geographic subgroups, Number two,
9 My concerns -- first let me go to 9 to order that the task force should continue to work
10 Commissioner O'Brien's question about the Brookings {10 as a focus group afierwards, which had been
11 to Hampton phrase. And that's because the 11 discussed with that Prairie Island task force, and
12 electricity goes from the west to the east. And so 12 that is something that could be implemented so that
13 here we have it going from Brookings to Hampton, i3 they can really look at the project.
14 with a little frolic and detour going north 14 Something that hasn't been discussed this
15 connecting with the Big Stone transmission line at L) morming is the importance of vetting the
16 Granite Falls. So that's -- but it's Brookings to 16 application, and that's something that the task
17 Hampton because that's the way electricity flows. 17 forces do. And it's pretty hard to do that overa
18 I want to request e statutory task force 18 couple of days, you need more time than that in a
19 so that you do have that benefit, you know, and this 19 project that's this large.
20 is, you know, what the statute is about and not 20 And number three, I ask that you order
21 going by something that's amorphous ,But with those {21 that the subgroups be led by a member of the group,
22 subgroups, as divided out, and a number of task 22 The Department of Commerce has interpreted the
23 forces. And Commissioner Pugh, or maybe it was 23 statute to say that they should be leading the
24 Commissioner O'Brien, I think it was Commissioner 24 groups, and in the past, with Florence Township,
25 Pugh, raised the issue of, well, if we have one 25 with Chisago the first time around, it was led by a !
Page 35 Page 37 E
1 where they're requested, but I think it should be 1 member of the group, and I think you have a more :
2 broader than that and it should be a public 2 guthentic result if you do that.
3 participation search trying to bring people into 3 Four, I ask that you order that they
4 this. 4 prepare a report, very specifically. Because that
5 When people participate in a task force, 5 was discussed at the Prairie Island task force just
6 though, if they're asked to make recommendations, I 6 recently, and I think it was Chair Boyd, you had
7 ask you to consider what is it that -- what gives 7 suggested that language, to allow them to do it if
8 them the anthority to make a recommendation and who | 8 they want lo. But when it came down, Department of
9 are they speaking for? Because if a task force 9 Commerce was saying, no, there will be no report. :
10 makes a recommendation, these are certain people 10 And it was & push to get a report. And it would 4
11 that are going to these meetings, but there's a lot 11 help if the Commission would specify that, yes, :'
12 of other people involved in this, a lot of other 12 there should be a report and there should be a
13 people will have transmission over their yards, over 13 report of the subgroups. You know, you're doing all
14 thejr houses, and does it really take into account, 14 that work and that's important,
i5 you know, who are these people speaking for? And 15 And that this report — I ask thet this
16 consider that and ] urge you not to promote P report — you specify that this report be entered
17 recommendations of a task force. That's a problem. 17 into the record and that all the appendices and the
18 Let's see. And it was raised about there 18 documents that the task force puts together in
19 might be no interest, but that was an issue with i9 making their report, that that be entered into the
20 Chisago where there wasn't enough time for peopleto ;20 record.
21 get interested, there wasn't enough time for the 21 You could say, well, yesh, duh, that's an
22 city to appoint someone to participate in the task 22 obvious, but no, it's not. It has been withheld and E
23 force. So we have o have enough lead time here to 23 it was withheld in the Chisago the third time :
24 get people involved, to find people, end not just 24 around, and we didn't discover this until the very

38}
1
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1 documents be a part of it so you can see where they 1 quite frankly, I was kind of surprised, that's a :
2 got their information and what they based their 2 pretty controversial project from a lot of people's
3 decision on. 3 standpoint. But local governments have various
4 And then third, I ask that you order that 4 reasons why it's not something they want to get
5 the task force provide time for public comment, say 5 involved with. So there is that thet can oceur.
6 at the end of the meeting, just allow peaple to 6 We're not as a staff interpreting the
7 speak. Because that was an issue in this Prairie 7 statute as saying anything about how those groups
8 Island one this last time around. And these are 8 operate. It's really something that's based in the
9 important things based on the experience I've had ] charge.
10 with task forces and we'll probably have going 10 COMMISSIONER, O'BRIEN: Mr. Chair.
11 forward. 11 CHATR BOYD: Commissioner O'Brien.
12 Thank you. 12 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: [ have a question
13 CHAIR BOYD: The purpose of the public 13 as to the document in front of us and the
14 comment period is to comment on the whole of the 14 designstion on the top third of the page. I'm
15 project or to be focused to the nammow topic at 15 referring to Commissioner Reha's earlier comments
16 large, and how would that be different than other 16 about task force expiration.
17 public comment opportunities that exist in the 17 I've looked at the statute and it seems
18 proceeding? 18 to me that we control expiration, for these reasons.
19 MS. OVERLAND: Okay. Primarily to focus ;19 The task force shall expire upon completion of its
20 on what's being discussed by the task force, you 20 charge, and we get to make the charge. Upon
21 know, if there are issues that come up. Or to raise 21 designation by the Commission of alterative sites
22 issues to the task force for consideration. 22 or routes to be included, that's our decision, so we
23 In a project like this, for regular 23 can keep the task force going until we make that
24 people there's not much of an opportunity to 24 decision. Or upon the date specified by the
215 comment. You can comment in writing within a 25 Commission in the charge, again, our decision. So I
Page 39 Page 41§
1 particular time or you can go to a meeting, but if 1 don't think law triggers or eliminates task forces,
2 you're not an intervenor, your opportunities for 2 [ think we get to control task forces. So I'l
3 comment are limited. There's not that many. 3 defer to staff on that question, but ~
4 CHAIR BOYD: Ms. Pile, do you want to 4 CHAIR BOYD: I think that's correst. But
5 offer eny thoughts on what you've heard? Or Mr. Ek, 5 once the alternete routes have been set and
6 I'm sorry. 6 the EIS --
7 MS. PILE: I guess either one of us. 7 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: But that's our
8 Thank you, Chair. B decision.
9 I don't -- I don't want to sort of hash 9 CHAIR BOYD: But at thet point the EIS
10 over past advisory groups. There have been a lot of 10 goes in, into production. Am I right, am I wrong?
11 different techniques used and a lot of different 11 You talk about setting the scope for the Draft EIS,
12 approaches used. And some have had reports, some 12 so at that point —
13 haven't Some have just bad the report be a i3 MS. PILE: Yes. Commissioners, there are
14 compilation of what they did in their meetings, 14 some oddities in statute and rule that cccurred when
15 Many times we've used a facilitator, we've started 15 the program was transferred down here. And there's
16 using more, as I mentioned, the Department of 16 some things that Mr. Cupit and I have been working
17 Adminisiration, their management analysis group, to 17 to identify, places where something was blanketly
18 help the groups in their charge. And those people 18 changed and there are some things that don't seem to
19 are really facilitators, they're not participants. 19 quite jive.
20 They do the recording, they write the things down, 20 The decision on the scope of the
21 they then process it, et it back to the group to 21 environmental impact statement is the decision of
22 get their response. That's what we did on the 22 the Commissioner of the Department of Commerce. And F
23 Bemidji to Grand Rapids project on the advisory task 23 the environmenta) impact statement preparation is ;
24 force we had there. We did have problems in that 24 also the responsibility of the Department of
25

task force getting people to participate. And,
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1 the scope, and then the Commissioner makes the i group could actually look into some of that
2 scoping decision. So that would — when that 2 methodology, especially if it were provided to us in
&) happens, this one-time cutoff trigger is hit. 3 a GIS format where we could actually work with the
4 COMMISSIONER OBRIEN: Soisthe ~s01 4 data and play around with weighting it in a
5 understand the way this scheme operates, as soon as 5 different way and see what we came up with.
€ we move to the environmental impact process, public 6 CHAIR BOYD: Commissioner Wergin. .
7 advisory groups are not allowed? Ican't - I think 7 COMMISSIONER. WERGIN: Mr. Chair, it seems
8 that's a very strained reading, 8 to me that no one is certainly terribly averse to &
9 CHAIR BOYD: Ms. Overland. 9 citizens advisory task force. It seems like there's E

10 MS. OVERLAND: The black and white 10 a fair amount of consensus around forming a citizens

11 letters, upon the specific date, it's an or. il advisory task force. The issue becomes more the

12 There's letter A, there's letter B, or upon the 12 content and that type of thing. And then in

13 specific date identified by the board in the charge. '3 Ms. Overland's paper, that's what I'm looking at.

14 I'mean, I would say you're absolutely comreet. You 14 There is the suggestion with geographic subgroups, I

15 can do whatever you want. 15 don't know that there's a big issue with that

16 COMMISSICNER OBRIEN: Yeah, butyou've {16 either.

17 got to do something with whichever date first 17 S0 at what point do we besically say this

18 occurs. But it seems to me that — 18 is what we're going to do, and then do we allow the

io MS. OVERLAND: Yeah, that's true. Oh, 19 Department to decide what subgroups are appropriate?

20 oh, oh. 20 Which I would think would work because they

21 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: But it seems tome 21 obviously will know where the interest is coming

22 that, I don't know, I guess I'd like to reflect on 22 from and whether a subgroup is necessary for a

23 that awkward drafting precluding citizen input on 23 particular area.

24 environmental impact. [ don't know. 24 But we get back down to how many citizens

25 CHAIR BOYD: It only precludes the task 25 advisory task forces do you want to set up, [ think :

Page 43 Page 45}

1 force from commenting, it doesn't preclude the group 1 that's a little trickier issue. I think you can do
2 or in some other re-creation from commenting, 2 so many that you start digging into minutia that
3 COMMISSIONER. O'BRIEN: I'd be surprised 3 probably doesn't have a place at this point in time,
4 that that was legislative intent. 4 Or we can say there's going to be --
5 CHAIR BOYD: It may not be. 5 CHAIR BOYD: Tt secems to me there's two
6 Ms. Jennings. 6 logical choices right now. You either consider
7 MS. JENNINGS: I have one more point I 7 authorizing the one, the one specific geographic
8 forgat to make, it's not on this topic, Is that 8 area task force; you could — I think Ms. Overland's
9 okay? 9 suggestion was you create a task force for the

10 CHAIR BOYD: Please, go shead, 10 length of the line and let it become subdivided.

11 MS. JENNINGS: Okay. One of the other 11 Or I think you could also today, if you

12 things I think that an advisory group would be able 12 wanted to, authorize this notion of geographic,

13 to do is dig into the data set a little better than 13 however you want to break geography, by natural

14 a focus group, 14 terrain, authorize those groups. If they don't

15 I believe that the route planners have 15 populate they don't become active, that's fine, but

16 assembied a useful database, you know, it's probably 1lé that saves a little bit of time in terms of getting

17 robust, they probably haven't missed much. But the 17 these groups going as opposed to waiting for further

18 rules that they've applied in selecting their route, 18 requests to come to the Commission to form more task |

i9 that's what we don't completely understand. How 19 forces. So those look like the options to me. t

20 much weight did they give to a ¢ertain type of 20 Ms. Maccabee. i

21 residential development? Did they give any weight 21 MS. MACCABEE: I'm sorry. My name is

22 to open space and view shed? So we don't really 22 Paula Maccabee, and in the certificate of need

23 understand their logic for how they used the 23 proceeding I represented a citizens group, Citizens

24 database. 24 Energy Task Force, in challenging need for the other

j\ ]
]
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1 have conditions that would make sure it's used for 1 grass-roots asking for citizens advisory task '
2 wind, not for coal. Our organization did not oppose 2 forces, I think that the viewpoint of the Commission
3 certification of the Brookings line, the one that's 3 that that's the way to go is a very good one. But
4 in front of you. 4 not in any way to criticize what I think the
5 But in response to Commissioner O'Brien's 5 Department has done, which is trying to give as much
& question, the reason why it's Brookings, and 6 voice to citizens es possible, not knowing at what
7 actually it's Brookings to Twin Cities in the i point, if any, citizens would come forward and ask.
8 certificate of need, not Brookings to Hampton, is 8 CHAIR BOYD: Iegree. Iknow, I'm quite
9 because the location where the new energy, the new 9 sure their intent was to try and encourage
10 wind energy, according to our request, would comeon ;10 conversation, not to stifle it. And that's the same
11 line is in western Minnesota and South Dakots, it's 11 reason -- | have my concerns about a single task
12 on the Buffalo Ridge and surrounding areas, and the 12 force. I think it's so big, so broad, I don't know
13 place that would use that energy, the demand center, 13 how you even populate it sensibly. And so I can't
14 is the Twin Cities. And one of the points we made 14 conceive of a single entity. And I was trying to
15 as a citizens group in the certificate of need is 15 find some middle ground, which might be expedient,
16 that exactly where that end point should be is not 16 and let more things pop up and be dealt with a
17 redlly clear. There's really good record evidence 17 little faster, and maybe that's ill conceived.
18 going &s far as Marion Lake and not as far as 18 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: Mr. Chair.
19 Hampton. 19 CHAIR BOYD: Ms. Pile is -- Ms. Pile,
20 So one of the issues is making sure that 20 MS. PILE: Thank you, Chairman.
21 however these task forces -- whether it's as 21 One suggestion might be, as part of --
22 subgroups or as individuel task forces -- are 22 excuse me -- as part of what we had written on the
23 constituted, that it comes from the community and 23 last page of the public participation plen, this is
24 their concerns, rather than trying to suggest a 24 really talking about the focus groups or work
25 location now. 25 groups, but we could do it instead in the context of :
Page 47 Page 49
1 And then I'm not speaking for the Dakota 1 an advisory task force. At the end of the first '
2 County group because I have an individual client for 2 bullet at the bottom of the page, the first of the
3 the Brookings routing perspective. And that's Bob 3 three there, we said we had planned to, and I
4 and Trish Johnson, to be real clear about this. But 4 mentioned this before, solicit input from local
5 their perspective is the more this comes up from the 5 units of government, solicit from them questions on
6 bottom, the more likely it is going to be that it is 6 unresolved issues that might indicate the need for a
7 a true choice rather than a forced choice. And so 7 focus group. So we could instead have that be the
8 that whether this -- the Commission would prefer to 8 need for an advisory task force at their local
9 go with Ms. Jennings' recommendation, or prefer to 9 level.
10 go with Ms. Overland's recommendation, my senseis {10 We know there's a need and the desire in
11 that the Dakota County community has already said we ;11 the Dakota County area, and perhaps, I think as
12 are the appropriate designation. Aund whether that's 12 we're suggesting here, it probably ought to spread
13 as a Citizens Energy Task Force or as a subgroup, if 13 out a little bit further than that just because of
14 the Commission believes that Ms. Overland's concept 14 the sort of natural divides of the effort there,
15 is better. 15 But through this solicitation, our hope was we would
16 But I think it's reaily imporiant just 16 nncover other interests and other issues and then
17 from a single citizen's point of view that we feel 17 could form groups around what emerged.
18 that the folks in our community have a say on how 18 CHAIR BOYD: Well, given what we know and
19 these are grouped. And my own perspective, I think 19 what we don't know, maybe it's most sensible to
20 what the Department was trying to do is actually 20 authorize the L ake Marion to Hampton task force and
21 give the citizens the ability to keep commenting 21 wail to sec what else comes to us.
22 beyond what looks like a very strained statute. I 22 Ms. Overland.
23 don't think what they were trying to do is reduce 23 MS. OVERLAND: Something elss
24 participation, but actually to facilitate it. It's 24 (inaudible).
25

N
] w»
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1 Ms. Jennings. 1 elevating that status and that begins to resemble '
2 MS. JENNINGS: If I could boot up my 2 top down as opposed to bottom up input, And I want
5 laptop I could provide you with a geographic map, if § 3 to get bottom up input wherever I can.
4 you sa desire. Something that shows a little more 4 It seems to me that we go forward with :
5 {errain than the flat maps that we have before vs. 5 this task force, we welcome other task forces, put a E
6 CHAIR BOYD: 1 don't think so. 6 little bit more time into your project in terms of
7 Ms. Overland. 7 geographic limitation or some limiting matter so we
8 MS. OVERLAND: I want to express an 8 don't have an overarching task force, 'cause you'll
9 objection to forming just the Lake Marion/Hampton | 9 get resistance, at least from me 'cause I'm trying
10 group as you stated, I mean, is that what you 10 to keep it citizen friendly, not hierarchal.
11 meant, of forming just that one? 11 CHAIR BOYD: Ms. Overland. E
12 CHAIR BOYD: For now, 12 MS. OVERLAND: Mauy I address that? I
13 MS. OVERLAND: And so what do --dowe (13 thought I did narrow it specifically, too. And ]
14 just petition again and petition again? Is that 14 there's two constituent groups here. But one is the
15 what you're saying? 15 Minnesota River crossings, which is a specific
16 CHAIR BOYD: Well, I'm not sure. Maybe {16 geographic area --
17 I've missed something about — 17 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: Well, I mean, do |
18 MS. OVERLAND: I'm not part of that — 18 it in writing so we can have staff recommendations :
19 no, my clients are not part of that area. 13 end evaluations and some thought behind it, rather
20 CHAIR BOYD: In which portion of the line :20 than just taking it on the fly as it occurs to us.
21 are your clients interested? How do we — how do 21 That would be my suggestion, but you cen do what you
22 1-- 22 want ;
23 MS. OVERLAND: The Minngsota River 23 MS. OVERLAND: And I'd like to also say
24 crossings and, if you want specifics, Minnesota 24 that the other area was specifically Helena Township
25 River crossings, which are at least two, I think 2.5 to Lake Marion, which is as narrow as that other :
Page 51 Page 53
1 three, and also from Helena sub over to Lake Marion. 1 one. Helena Township is the one that's just to the
2 1 apologize if I didn't put that in, the geographic 2 west.
3 location. 3 COMMISSIONER Q'BRIEN: I don't see that
4 CHAIR BOYD: Well, since [ wasn't here 4 in your -- in your petition.
5 when it arrived at 9:40 this moming, we're dealing 5 MS. OVERLAND: No, we've never before had
6 under a fairly constrained timeline here. Idon't 6 to -- it's never been a requirement in a petition to
7 object to making another task force as long as we 7 specify a geographic area, and so that's why T had
8 can nail down where its concerns are and where its 8 said in number one, an advisory task force with
9 points of study are. 9 geographic subgroups, which could be just a number
10 Commissioner Wergin -- or Commissioner 10 of citizen advisory task forces. It's never been &
11 O'Brien. 11 requirement to narrow it to a geographic area, but I
12 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: I could help, I 12 can and heve.
13 think. I'm inclined to favor the -- the one that 13 CHAIR BOYD: Commissioner Wergin,
14 was on the screen just a little bit ago, I can't 14 COMMISSIONER WERGIN: Mr. Chair, thenk
15 think of the name of it, I think that's Dakota 15 you. I'm just looking at the Commission decision
16 County. le options just so that we have a place to get some
17 MS. OVERLAND: Lake Marion to Hampton. 17 focus here.
18 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: And then with 18 And I'm looking at C specifically, number
19 respect 10 your comment, how do I get a long and 19 one, where il says authorize the Office of Energy
20 specific advisory task force, I'm not sure that's 20 Security -- Energy Security Energy Facility
21 good judgment. That doesn't mean you can't — that 21 Permitting staff to establish an advisory task force
22 doesn't mean we preclude you, you can petition, but 22 or task forces, and develop a structure and charge
23 if we want -- my concern would be this. If we have 23 for the task forces. We could insert a not to
24 an overarching citizen advisory task force, you're 24 exceed number, but that still --

diminishing the work of other advisory task forces,

CHAIR BOYD: I'm not sure that'll help
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1 us. We just don't know what's going to pop up here. 1 definitions of the task foroe, we of course support ;
2 A not to exceed number would be just pulled out of 2 public participation in whatever way you all and the
3 the air, I'm worried about that, too. 3 office and the PUC staff find best.
4 Ms. Pile. 4 Based on what we have found in being out
5 MS. PILE: Thank you, Mr. Chair. 5 in the field and talking with people and work groups
6 One concern [ have is, as you know, once 6 and open houses, we might recommend three task
7 the application is accepted we start the time clock 7 forces. But of course, again, we would be very open
8 and it's a year, and can be extended for cause up to B to discussions further about it
9 three months, but that's still a pretty short time 9 But on the western section it seems,

10 frame for scoping and environmental document 10 again, because of the difference in geography and

11 preparation and hearings and the fike. 11 also participation, is having one from Brookings to

12 And part of the concern people have had 12 Lyon County, the second would be Lyon County to the

13 with the task force is that if they're petitioning, 13 Helena substation, and the third the Helena

14 the time it takes for thet to then get back on your 14 substation to Hampton, or Dakota County, as you've

15 agenda and a decision to be made that, yeah, go 15 suggested here.

16 ahead and do one, &8 month may have passed. 16 CHAIR BOYD: And of course the downside

17 And T think, if I'm understanding what 17 to that is it's possible issues fall into two of

18 Comumissioner Wergin was suggesting is coming up with ;18 these creations and that's inconvenient.

19 some language that would enable us to act on forming 19 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: Or Ms, Overland's

20 a task force in addition to this one we've already 20 doesn't fit within either of them and —

21 identified, if we get the kind of feedback from 21 CHAIR BOYD: Ms. Jennings.

22 local governments and citizens that make it seem 22 MS. JENNINGS: I think that the natural

23 that it's warranted. 23 geographic breakdown would have seven different

24 CHAIR BOYD:; Well, that was exactly my 24 districts. There's the Prairie Coteau region from

25 premise in anthorizing three, they're sort of 25 Brookings to Lynd, or maybe extending down the slope

Page 55 Page 57|

1 geographically split, because now you've created the 1 to Marshall, that's 900 feet higher than the rest of
2 ternplate if it's -- if it's necessary, and now we've 2 the state, that's why there's wind up there, it's EE
3 already authorized a rough framework 10 work with 3 prairie pothole region, it's just quite unique.
4 and -- 4 Then from Lynd, or essentially Marshall
5 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: Here's another 5 to Redwood Falls, farming area, flat, somewhat of a
6 suggestion. It would be C 1, authorize Office of 6 regional center, you know, between those two cities,
7 Energy Security Facility Permitting staff to 7 some university activity there, There's a mining
B8 establish advisory tesk forces, and develop & 8 district from Redwood Falls to Franklin where
3 structure and charge for these task forces. And 9 there's hard rock aggregate and clay mine, and I

10 don't - and then we'll see what happens. 10 think there would be some unique concerns in that

11 CHAIR BOYD: I would really ~ [ would 11 TEegION. F

12 want the Commission to at least be in conversation 12 And then the middle one is Sibley County,

13 with all this, 'cause if task forces becomes dozens, 13 basicelly. You know, it's one county that wouldn't

14 the system crashes and burns. There's no way to 14 be too hard to organize, and it's a very similar

15 make that function. 15 region, kind of tornado-fraught alley, I would say.

16 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: A dichotomy isn't {16 The next would be a crossing again on the Minnesota

17 particularly helpful, I get that 17 River that's, you know, very narrow on the river,

18 CHAIR BOYD: Please. 18 that's a very deep gorge. If you've driven 19 down

19 M3, ROSS McCALIB: Commissioner Boyd, 19 to Henderson or across in any of those aress, it's

20 Commissioners, if you don't mind me entering the 20 just a scenic and unique area,

21 debate as the applicants, first we would hope and 21 And then I would divide it from,

22 recommend that the Commission find the application 22 basically, as you come up out onto 169 over to

23 complete. But secondly -- 23 New Pragne or Elko New Market, that would be the

24 CHATR BOYD: Oh, we have to decide that? 24 sixth, and then Elko New Market to wherever you

25

MS. ROSS McCALIB: In terms of

25

decide o end the line. So that's seven.

T T T
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1 CHAIR BOYD: Ms. Maccabee. 1 as though we've basically circled around to what '
2 MS. MACCABEE: Thank you very much, 2 read and suggested.
3 Mr. Chair. 3 CHAIR BOYD: No, you didn't wani to puta
4 [ think what I would probably sugpest, 4 number in, though,
5 and this meybe goes back a little bit to what the 5 COMMISSIONER WERGIN: No, 1did, 1 said
6 Department was saying, is that the basis for 6 not to exceed three,
7 organizing the task force would be both the 7 CHAIR BOYD: I'm kidding.
8 geological information that Ms. Jennings cited and 8 COMMISSIONER WERGIN: I just -- I still
9 also factors in terms of interest. Do the citizens 9 think --
10 come forward, do the townships come forward, what 10 CHAIR BOYD: Okay, you're right
11 areas are controversial. 11 Commissioner Pugh.
12 So perhaps the best way to do it is say 12 COMMISSIONER PUGH: Mr. Cheir, I'm fine
13 that the Department should -- authorizes the 13 with authorizing the Department to create task
14 eppointment of the Dakota County, or Lake Marionto i14 forces and develop the charges and not having eny
15 Hampton task force, and up to three others based on 15 number. I'm not prepared to determine whether three
16 geography and interest and participation, and that 16 is right or six is oo many today based on anything.
17 the Department can come back for more approvalifit :17 They will have the ability to look at the maps, the
18 turns out that seven are needed instead of four, ig geography, the interest level, the population
19 But that would give them at least a place to start, i9 densities.
20 which is looking at both geography and interest, and 20 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: The staffing,
21 then approving the one where geography and interest 21 COMMISSIONER PUGH: And they can, I
22 have already sort of come together. 22 assume, come back and let us know whether that
23 Is that -- if that's too complicated, [ 23 logically is three, five. I do think Dakota County
24 apologize. 24 offers -- it probably makes some sense to have that
25 CHAIR BOYD: No, it's not too 25 as one, but I'd give the Department the authority to
Page 59 Page 61 |
1 complicated, I just don't know that we have enough 1 come forward with edvisory task forces, :
2 resources {o populate all those. And I would say 2 CHAIR BOYD: And is there a way, then,
3 that if we — I don't know, I'm obsessed on the 3 for you to just -- even if it's informally, let us
4 number three. But if we have three and there are 4 know what's going on periodically? I think I would
3 subgroups that are geographically interested within 5 like that. I would have some comfort in getting
6 one of them, they can accomplish much of what 6 feedback,
7 happens out of six or seven. And in essence, then, 7 COMMISSIONER OBRIEN: Sure, they're
8 we would have the first one — we know the first one 8 ultimately going to be advising us, so we should
9 is already going to have an active participating S have some sense of what's going on there.
10 function. 10 CHAIR BOYD: I'm just worried about task
11 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: Well, I think we 11 force proliferation.
12 have the first two. 12 A couple of quick things. I assume that
13 CHAIR BOYD: Well, will, if not now, then 13 if alternate routes come out of any of the task
14 shortly we would have the second one. 14 forces, thet the analysis will be done with the same
15 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: If we left that up 15 right-of-ways, the same paremeters that we have on
16 to the Department, 16 the routes that are in the application. True? The
17 COMMISSIONER WERGIN: Mr. Chair. 17 1,000-foot, as a rule, and the 150-foot
18 CHAIR BOYD: That's the notion of — I 18 right-of-way, those values --
19 keep thinking, if we just create these boxes and 15 MS. ROSS McCALIB: We would be happy to
20 these shelves and let the Department figure out how 20 work with that framework.
21 to use them, that']l keep people from coming back to 21 CHAIR BOYD: Okay. And then as -- tell
22 petition endlessly, that the Department can then go 22 me, procedurally, how you envision this happening?
23 ghead and get the ball rolling. 23 Once scgment aliemative or other pieces come
24 Commissioner Wergin, 24 forward, how do you envision working with the
25

COMMISSIONER WERGIN: Mr. Chair, it seems

information that would come from differing entities?
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1 MS. ROSS McCALIB: Well, I would expect 1  STATE OF MINNESOTA)
2 that many of the proposals or alternatives that came ) ss.
3 forward, there would be one we have some familiarity 2 COUNTY OF HENNEFIN)
4 with. Or if not, [ mean, certainly we wounld 2
5 continue to evaluate those, as we have the other .
6 alternatives as they come in. Again, based on the ‘Z REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE
7 criteria that we have in the route application and =
8 the input from the citizens. 8 I, Janet Shaddix Elling, do hereby
9 COMMISSIONER PUGH: Mr. Chair. 9 certify that the above and foregoing transcript of the
10 CHAIR BOYD: Commissioner Pugh. 10  tape-recorded proceeding, consisting of the preceding 63
11 COMMISSIONER PUGH: Your concernisthat {11  pagesisa full, true and complete transcript of the
12 the proups don't come up with a recommendation from (12  tape-recorded proceedings to the best of my ability.
13 Grand Forks to LaCrosse? i13 Dated December 7, 2009.
14 CHAIR BOYD: Something like that 14
15 Something like that, yes. 15
16 COMMISSIONER O'BRIEN: Grand Forksto ;1% i
17 International Falls. 7 JANET SHADDIX ELLING
19 COMMISSIONER WERGIN: Well, Mr. Chair, iqg :
20 I'l give this a stab. I will move A-1, B-1, C-1, 20
21 amended to read, Establish an advisory task force or 21
22 task forces and develop & structure and charge for 22
23 them. Okay. And then D-1. 23
24 CHAIR BOYD: Discussion of the motion? 24
25 All those in favor of the motion indicate 25
Page 63
1 by saying aye.
2 ALL COMMISSIONERS: Aye.
3 CHAIR BOYD: Opposed, same sign.
4 Motion carries, four-zero. We did lose
5 Commissioner Reha, she has a bit of a family issue
6 to take care of.
7 That's -- we're done. We sland
8 adjourned. Thank you.
9 MS. JENNINGS: Thank you.
10 MS. ROSS McCALIB: Thank you.
11
12
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