September 30 – St. Joseph

A.M. Session
Birkholz –

Kimberly Hammann – CDs that you send out, when you did this, and our property is on the line, but our computer couldn’t handle it.

Mark Stai – was on advisory task force back in January-Feburary.  We met three times, when we saw this there were three proposed routes, we were charged with being familiar with areas, when all this is done.  The route is needed, there’s no doubt about that.  We’re concerned with non-proliferation, first choice should be with routes that are already established.  Some do not do that.  We came up with nine more routes, that probably got some people excited.  Where ever people are located, we kinda chose routes away from that area.  We came up with some plausible routes, that’ll be determined with the EIS.  At the end of our duty, there was overwhelming concensus that the I-94 route should be very seriously looked at.  There are other routes, but we have a viable service corridor that could be utilized, there’s a bottleneck at Avon, we also have hiking and biking trails.  When that trail was abandoned, one of the main porposed uses was a service route, whether electricity or gas, a service route,  If you have questions, you can ask me later about service on the committee.

Birkholz – some people are upset when we come in with one route, and some when we come in with a lot of it.  We’re talking about a significant infrastructure installation, and the better job we can do analyzing it the better.

Joe Farrry – 12614 Old Collegeville Road – Q, did I hear you say that a final EIS will not be in place until Janary.  That means that the administrative judge will make a recommendation on this draft EIS.  

BVirkholz – The judge will have her final IES for her recommendation.

Farry – When people say put it on I-94, they’re not meaning one, they’er meaning 2.  There’s Route B and Route C.  (Describes route B and C – not ID’d that way in EIS).  When you say “go I-94” you’ve got two choices.  Also, both B and C have collateral damage.  I wish people would say not on I-94, but “put it on property owners along I-94” and those neighbors property, there is no immunity, there is no such thing as a route of immaculate destruction.  I’m only familiar familiar with one area, Sheet 89, I talked to gentleman from ___, and I’m modifying my remarks, because this is a draft.  On that sheet my house is not listed.  I could not receive any materials because they didn’t know I existed.  There are three property owners who abut Wobegon Trail, and they are not on map.  Until I talked to him last week he didn’t know.  Failure to mark house is more than just that, it’s also denying the people the right to be heard. GIGO, if you don’t have correct information, you don’t know the impacts.  Local property owners don’t know.  Look at these maps, look at the local area.  I admire the task, they didn’t have forever to do it, they used the tools available, I respect that.  It’s our task to tell them the real costs, there is no

Maxowitz??? 12625 Old College Ville road -  Professor at St. Johns, Dept. of Management.  We moved near St. John’s, I thought it was protected, and now they’re looking at I-94 and we find it’s not protected.  We’re shocked, I’ve talked to Environmental Studies dept. and they’re shocked.  Talking about collateral damage, one of the strengths of the university is that not only that it’s a protected area but it’s strong in environmental studies, and this will have a strong impact.

Birkholz – I hope that at this point everyone understands that there is no particular route, but your point is well taken, I appreciate that.

Tim Drake – I live north of St. Joe, in that section that’s such a wide section.  Why is that not any narrower than it was before?

Darrin Lahr – thatps part of applicants proposed orute.  In MN’s routing rules, utilities can look at routes up to 1.25mile wide, leave room for flexibility.  As we went into application process, the thinking is that if we just narrow it down to one side or another, and we get to engineering we find out we’ve got a problem, it’s a difficult enough area that we wanted enough real estate to make adjustments. Once it goes through this process, if it doesn’t get reviewed, it doesn’t sortof count, so once the PUC is going to rule on the route, the routes narrow down, Monticello to St. Cloud has been permitted, and routes that were 1000 feet are not down to 600 feet, it does whittle down.

Drake – still, the xmsn width can go down.  How far along is that process going to be

Darrin Lahr – it depends on Administrative Law Judge, and you’re going to come in an ask, and we’re going to have a good idea what we’re thinking.  Andwhen judge’s report, it will probably be fairly clear whether it’s on the east or west side.

Drake – as a member of North route Citizens Alliance, we believe that this should go along existing routes, because we have existing routes that can be used, and we want to reiterate that.  I want to note an omission I saw, no mention of fact, historical route, at least along preferred route, there are at least 40 century farms that will be impacted by this route.  As to the reference to St.John’s, St. John’s doesn’t want this any more than the rest of us, but they’re not immune.  They’re doing great work in terms of environmental education, but these lines are carrying wind power

Birkholz – whether or not they’re carrying wind power, this CoN determined that they will help carry more wind power through Minnesota.

Don Schield – I haven’t read DEIS.  Has the applicant done surveys for wetlands, wildlife, archeological significance, and how they would weigh the impacts of these special features.
Birkholz – applicants covers many of them, we’ve sought additional sources, if you get a chance to look at it, and if you have questions about whether it was satisfactorily addressed.

Juliana Aristiani ? – About the 94 debate, we in the area paid the piper in 1976 with 94 going through, saw swamps drained, deal with roar of 9424 hours a day, andnow to accept a powerline is a little bit too much medicine over these 30 years.

Bruce Braun – Live on Co Rd 3, route B, environmental questions.;.  Larch Wood SNA site, Tamarack Wood, SNA as well.  As I understand it, you clear cut everything and spray a defoliant. When you spray it there will be wild animals that will feed off that foliage, that’s going to kill them.  Also going through SNA site, you can’t even remove a piece of wood.

Birkholz – we can’t go through SNA site.

Braun – what about tamarack Bog – what if you spray defoliant?  Iwent through VietNam, we talked about agent orange, we don’t want to see anything like that.  In the statement it states that along that proposed Route B, there’s only 4,000 feet that will not be permanently destroyed, I find it hard to accept that that’s all that’s oing to be deatroyed.  Wireless technology, all of this, how will it affect it?  How will we be compensated for it.  Obviously one route will be chosen, those are minor things.

Birkholz – we wouldn’t call impacts minor.  Impacts of construction and maintenance in an easement. A company might have a plan, and addressplans… quick note on clear cutting. It’s not necessarily necessary to clear cut, mature trees would be goine, another way to mitigate is to plant vegetation, or not take out as many trees. Is there a final impact, yes, the questions about the maintenance on the easement, and I need to check what we reviewed on that.

Duane  Stepaniak ? -  35002 95th Avenue North,Map2,where115kVgoes through rightnow.  2 years maintenance in the backwoods. Onetreefell onone wire, put in a quarter mile road to get one bucket truck one week, back in 1968 they didn’t have to do anything to put it through.  This year, they were going to do mainentnace, they’ll contact you, and I go down and they went across the newly seeded prairie, decided to baha across the prairie to check the trees, and trim and spray around the poles.  There is maintenance issues, and they should not put powerlines where there is not accessibility to them because you can not work on them in an environment, you’ve got to stay out of the woods.  P. 7 covers Wendel Twp, they talked about the bog, but will it detr them from putting it across there?  Good question.  I’m hoping it either comes down the county road, the 94 corridor or the back end that was proposed at the task force meeting

Gib? Stock – One of those century farmers,   I’m still living where I gre up.  Talk about going through woods and destroying stuff, my son is on farm, and if you take 150 feet off the side of his field, either way it’s going to take money out of his pocket, either go through woods or swamps, keep it out of the farmland.

Jody Traut – City of Avon – Although I-94 is an existing corridor, that doesn’t mean that the lines aregoing through existing homes, population density is thicker there than in town, plenty of homes were considering losing.  South side, our major employers are located there, wanted that on the record, residential displacement and also the impact on local economies.

Pervis Todd, St. Cloud – what I want to express to everyone here is that this process is not very easy.  I was working from line to Monticello to Waite park, we started with three lines, went back, ended up with five lines, we had to get a lot of input from the people, we had to reduce it, and back to I-94, but what the problem was that it was a line that went up around Clearwater and had to get past a rest area, didn’t seem right because there were too many people.  We presented a propseal that it go south, and around the rest areas, there are reasons and it’s part of the law, had to be worked through DOT, it took a year and ahalf, it isn’t easy, it affects people, farms, houses, and when you see the maps, you have to come up with reasons, how can I come up with a proposal that isn’t in my area.

Birkholz – at the very least, at the very beginning, let us know. If you’re not on the map, let us know, we want to know the residences and where they are, it’s not entirely a numbers game, we can’t look at what we don’t know.

Mary Drake – First thought, why on I-94, why does it have to go off 94, there are no homes right along the freeway.  Why can’t they go through a rest airea, no people living there, no health risks with high voltage. If there are laws that it can’t go through a rest area, there are also laws that you can’t use a new corridor.

Birkholz – going along 94 – where we evaluate going along 94is trying to share as much of the RoW as we can, limited access road, according to MinnDot andFWHA, they can’t allow something within their right ofway, but we can share RoW. In this case, since these arelarge structures with arms on each side, arms22 feetlong, pole needs to go outside DOT RoW 25 feet, thateliminates taking of some easement, but not taking of private easement.

Dave Ebauch – It’s bad enough to have to bathe in EMF24/7, and showered in chemicals.  Many of us do not have a large farm, produce organic eggs, what will happen to our way of life to have these chemicals showering down on us on their maintenance schedule.

Birkholz – we have agriculture mitigation, for organiz farms, they don’t use chemicals
Dave Ebauch – 

Quentin B___??? - I live on the interstate, have a Century Farm, the line would be going just about over my house.

Ken Eikmeier – live along Old ___ road north, directly along the freeway fence.  Does David know how many houses will be along the freeway.  There are a lot of houses being affected.  When the freeway came through, they didn’t look at houses.  I agree with Gib Stock, let’s keep the farmland producing.  In swampland, it’s going to affect the wildlife, what about the people, it’s going to affect the people.  I’ve followed the preferred route, and I think we’re staying along a lot more homes than we are on the freeway.

Mark Stai – few questions. Who pays for this line construction?  

Birkholz - End result, the ratepayers of state of Minnesota.

Stai – will it go outside Minnesota?

Birkholz – Could be, it goes to Fargo.  Need isn’t an issue here, it’s been already determined.

Stai – is there an out of state utility group in this?

Lehr – (names utilities involved)

Kathy Heim – I’ve lived on property over 50 years, it’s a Century Farm, and I think they should put it somewhere, but not on farms.

Joe Farry – who is going to use this electricity.  I understand that you don’t stamp “Use only in Minnesota.”  We obviously have enough electricity to take care of our needs.  This is going to bring into Minnesota  a lot of electricity, we’re part of a national grid, it ends up in LaCrosse, it will serve the growth areas of the Midwest.  When we talk about cost and who will pay, it should be everyone in the grid.  Costs of going underground. …   what’s been happening, you try to squeeze the distribution cost, they give you a one time payment, that’s a really cheap way to distribute electricity.  We’ve had a state policy to keep distribution costs down, haven’t we reached the time when the consumer should know this is the real price of electricity.  We’re all going to get squeezed in order to make it cheaper for consumers to pay.  Darrin’s staring at me, but we’re not paying the real cost and you don’t calculate it as part of the final bill.  … that will mean that the consumer will really have to pay the cost.  If you think something needs to be done that will cost more, put it on the table, and make us all aware of the real cost of electricity.
Tim Drake – several people talked about how many residences and farms this will impact, I believe that route C impacted the least number of residences and the least amount of agricultural land.

Dave Ebaugh – business plan, structure of distribution, if Xcel had to pay all of the costs, they would not pay.  If we go through our land, they will pay 60% of the condemned value.  If your land were worth $200k, you’re going to get from Xcel an offer you can’t afford to take.
