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City of North Mankato






RESOLUTION NO. 4517

RESOLUTION REQUESTING XCEL ENERGY REMOVE SEGMENTS 20, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, and 53 OF
THE HUNTLEY-WILMARTH 345 KILOVOLT TRANSMISSION LINE PROJECT FROM ANY
APPLICATION TO THE MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

WHEREAS, Xcel Energy and iTC have proposed construction of a 345 Kilovolt Transmission
line connecting the Huntley and Wilmarth Substations; and

WHEREAS, segments 20, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, and 53 of the Huntley-Wiimarth 345 Kilovolt
Transmission Line Project will negatively impact existing and future homeowners, the economy,
the environment, and the quality of life in the City of North Mankato; and

WHEREAS, segments 20, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, and 53 of the Huntley-Wilmarth 345 Kilovolt
Transmission Line do not take into consideration the Future Land Use Map and Comprehensive
tand Use Plan of the City of North Mankato provided to Xcel energy before the beginning of the
pubtic hearing process; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of North Mankato agrees an efficient energy grid system is
important to its residents; and

WHEREAS an efficient energy grid can be achieved without segments 20, 47, 48, 49, 50,
51, and 53 being included in Xcel Energy’s application to the Minnesota Public Utilities
Commission for the Huntley-Wilmarth 345 Kilovolt Transmission.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORTH MANKATO,
MINNESOTA:

1. The City Council of North Mankato requests Xcel Energy, and ITC removes segments
20, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, and 53 of the Huntley-Wilmarth 345 Kilovolt Transmission Line
from their application to the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission.
({ﬁ
Adopted by the City Councii this 2_ day of August 2017,

\ ;\f-\

App—

C|ty Cierk







City of North Mankato Meeting (8/21/17)
Attendees:

City of North Mankato —John Harrenstein (City Administrator) Kevin McCann (City
Finance Director)

Utilities - Trisha Rosenfeld, Tom Hillstrom

Positions/Interests:

Xcel requested the meeting to discuss an upcoming mailing to inform landowners of new
segments being considered west of Rockford Road.

Discussion topics:

We presented maps of new segments west of Rockford Road (three options) and a draft
landowner mailing we plan to send. We indicated that we need to notify public that we are
considering new segments. The purpose of adding these segments is to accommodate Pleasant
View neighborhood, developer and City concerns by minimizing impacts to future development
and increase the distance of the new route from the Pleasant View neighborhood.

City Feedback:

John referred to the City’s resolution and memo and expressed his opposition to the added
segments. He understood our need to keep these segments in consideration at least until they
are public presented and commented on. He particularly opposed routes within the City’s
future development areas. He did not object to the draft mailing that was reviewed at the
meeting.





















City of North Mankato Meeting (7/19/17)
Attendees:

City of North Mankato — Mike Fischer (City Planner), John Harrenstein (City Administrator) Kevin McCann

(City Finance Director)

Landowners - Randy King, (Pleasant View neighborhood spokesperson and resident); Bill Marks,
(landowner/developer south of Pleasant View neighborhood) Steve and Kathy Burnett, (landowner and
developer of land on both sides and north of Rockford Road) Shannon Gullickson (daughter of Steve and
Kathy and resident on Rockford Road).

Attorneys - City attorney was on the phone for a short while at the beginning and Bill Mark’s attorney was
on phone for a short while.

Utilities - Trisha Rosenfeld, Lori Broghammer, Tim Carlsgaard, Tom Hillstrom

Positions/Interests:

The City of North Mankato called the meeting with the specific purpose of requesting that Utilities remove
segments along Rockford Road. City staff strongly supported all three landowners and recommended removing
routes through both Mr. Burnett’s and Mr. Marks land.

Pleasant View Neighborhood - Randy indicated that the neighborhood was against the route along Rockford Road
siting a broad consensus of the neighborhood that the lines would harm the neighborhood setting.

Burnett Family — Own much land along Rockford Road with plans to develop residential lots. They believe any
routes through this land would make the development untenable. The Burnetts provided a map of a future
development north of Hwy 14 and west of Rockford Road. They also described development all along Rockford
Road from Hwy 14 to Judson Bottom Road. The Burnetts also indicated that they had provided an alternate route
farther to the west of Rockford Road. This route was discussed and Utilities agreed to take another look at the
route and possibly change it to avoid the waterfall park at Judson Bottom Road.

Mr. Marks — recently purchased land on bluff south of Pleasant View neighborhood. Two potential routes go
through this land. Mr. Marks believed that either of these routes would make his development plans untenable.

A map of the two development areas and routes discussed is attached to this document.
Discussion topics:

Route selection Process — Utilities responded to questions about how routes were selected. Utilities explained
Pre- application utility process of outreach, routing criteria and systematic comparison of options. We also
explained Post — application MPUC/DOC process / intervention / open / contested case / PUC decision. Utilities
committed to open communication as process proceeds.

Will we remove routes as City requested? — Utilities did not commit to removing any routes at this point explaining
that all routes will be subject to a data comparison process. We listened to concerns and indicated that we will
examine new routes farther to the west and would have to inform any newly affected landowners prior to making
any route decisions. We offered to meet with City / landowners at any time as the process goes on.

Ongoing communication — Utilities indicated that we would keep all parties informed as we refine our routing
options. We offered another meeting with the Pleasant view neighborhood but it was not considered necessary at
this time.



City of North Mankato Meeting
When: 1/31/17 @ 9:30AM
Attendees

e Xcel Energy: Tom Hillstrom, Siting & Land Rights; Trisha Rosenfeld, Community Relations; Sarah
Gedrose, Communications
e North Mankato: John Harrenstein, City Administrator; Michael Fischer, City Planner

Topic: Xcel Energy briefed officials on the upcoming Huntley-Wilmarth project and looked for feedback
in routing options.

Notes

e The 115 kV line (blue line, east of Wilmarth Substation) area, just west of the MN River, is
marked as a future residential area, along with the existing 345kV line north of the future city
boundaries.

e Mike is sending their future land use map. They asked if we could plan the new line around the
future city boundaries.

e N. Mankato asked if we could build on the existing 345 circuit. We said we were checking into it,
but that it could affect reliability

e N. Mankato brought up the idea of going east around Mankato toward Eagle Lake

e We mentioned we need to refine State Park boundaries

o N. Mankato mentioned there is a middle school by a new highway extension and a new
roadway planned in the area of Blue Earth County

o N. Mankato asked about health concerns of living near a power line. We explained that EMF is a
common concern, but there are no scientific studies to prove adverse health effects.

e N. Mankato asked about how many lines (wires) would be on the 345 structures if we added
another line, we explained that each circuit is made up of three conductors and that conductors
can consist of multiple wires (2 or 3).

o N. Mankato said if possible they would rather have the new line go east to avoid their planned
new development in the area. They said if we have to build a new 345 line, a possible option
may be % mile north of the existing 345kV line.

e N. Mankato asked about the economic effect of the proposed new line and if it would increase
reliability and redundancy to any of the areas we serve in their community.



Belgrade Township



210 Lime Street
Mankato, MN 56001

507-387-9633
xcelenergy.com

MEMORANDUM
TO: HUNTLEY WILMARTH PROJECT TEAM
FROM: TRISHA ROSENFELD
SUBJECT: BELGRADE TOWNSHIP MEETING NOTES
DATE: 1/15/2018

The meeting with the Belgrade Township Board took place at 2070 Howard Drive West in
North Mankato on Tuesday, January 9, 2018 at 7pm. We were asked by the (now)
Township Chair, Mary Milbrath, to attend the meeting to provide an update to the routing
process.

Grant and | attended the meeting on behalf of the project team. Approximately 40 people
were in attendance, including the board members. Our portion of the meeting lasted about
one hour. Highlights of the comments and questions as they relate to the project are as
follows:

o Watershed issues are a concern throughout the township. We mentioned we will

need to do a SWWWP with the MPCA for the project.

Property value decrease due to the new transmission line was a concern.

Is this a money making project for the company?

Ensure all public comments are included in the application.

After route application is submitted, how are public comments submitted to the

Company provided to the PUC?

¢ Provide comment cards at all public meetings for those that do not want to speak up.
We did mention the website with the email address for comments to be submitted,
however it was stated that some people don’t use email.

e EMF was a concern and was questioned. We indicated it is a factor used when the
route is decided by the MPUC, but did not speak much about it.

What will the electrical bills be when the project is assumed? What is the ROI?
The Township board mentioned they would be okay with using the existing lines as
the preferred location for the new line.

e The Township Board members prefer to see the eastern route, with an additional
route along State Highway 22.

e The Township Board members said there will be many court battles if the route
going through Belgrade Township is used.

e Mary Milbrath commented on EMF and CEDS (Community and Environmental
Defense Services) on the east coast. She said they were a regulatory body that
denied new transmission routes in the eastern states and asked why we don’t have
that type of regulatory body here.

¢ It was important to everyone in attendance that they are notified of the route
application submittal and where they can submit public comments. We mentioned
there will be a mailing along with the project website clearly updated with this
information for the MPUC.



RESOLUTION #2017-09-12

RESOLUTION REQUESTING XCEL ENERGY TO REMIOVE THE BELGRAD INSET OF THE HUNTLEY-WILMARTH
345 KILOVOLT TRANSMISSION LINE PROJECT FROM ANY APPLICATION TO THE MINNESOTA PUBLIC
UTILITIES COMMISSION

WHEREAS, Xcel Energy and ITC have proposed construction of a 345 Kilovolt Transmission line
connecting the Huntley and Wilmarth Substations; and

WHEREAS, the Belgrade Inset proposal of the Huntley-Wilmarth 345 Kilovolt Transmission Line
Project will negatively impact existing homeowners and property owners along the proposed Belgrade
Inset; and

WHEREAS, the Belgrade Inset proposal of the Huntley-Wilmarth 345 Kilovolt Transmission Line
Project does not take into considerations the environmental and economic impacts in comparison to
other possible routes; and

WHEREAS, the Belgrade Township agrees an efficient energy gird system is important to its
constituents; and

» WHEREAS, an efficient energy grid can be achieved without the addition or consideration of the
"Belgrade Inset being considered by Xcel Energy and should not be included into Xcel Energy’s application
“to the Mlnnesota Publlc Utllmes Commlssmn for the Huntley-Wilmarth 345 Kilovolt Transmission.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BELGRADE TOWNSHIP BOARD:

1.) The Belgrade Township Board requests Xcel Energy, and ITC to re-evaluate its currently
proposed Belgrade Inset and supports use of previously defined routes along with utilizing
existing infrastructure routes for the Huntley-Wilmarth 345 Kilovolt Transmission Line in their
application to the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission.

Adopted by the Belgrade Township Board this / & day of 5 efT . ,2017.

Loi 3 A/\Ifﬁ/

Chair/

ATTEST:

7

Township Clerk

ORI CULLEN ¢
2 9 Clok, Tonmahio of Blgads, Nicotiet Courty, MN &

Notorlal Officer (ex-offic)
M gommission (‘lsomp) c e pusile




October 10, 2017

As a resident of Belgrade Township, Nicollet County, Minnesota, | am demanding the withdrawal of the
purposed Huntley Wilmarth 345kV transmission line through Belgrade Township.

Date_ SIGNATURE/NAME ADDRESS PHONE#H
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MINNESOTA
HISTORICAL

Using the Power of History to Transform Lives
SOCIETY PRESERVING > SHARING » CONNECTING

y

STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE

October 3, 2017

Thomas Hillstrom

Excel Energy

414 Nicollet Mall
Minneapolis, MN 55401

RE: 345 kV Huntley to Wilmarth Transmission Line Project
Blue Earth, Faribault, Nicollet and Martin Counties
SHPO No. 2017-3011

Dear Mr. Hillstrom:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above project. information received in our office on 5 September
2017 has been reviewed pursuant to the responsibilities given the Minnesota Historical Society by the Minnesota
Historic Sites Act and the Minnesota Field Archaeology Act.

Due to the nature and location of the above project, we recommend that a Phase A literature review and archaeological
assessment be completed for the various route alternatives to assess the potential for intact archaeological sites in the
project areas. If, as a result of this assessment, a Phase | archaeological survey is recommended for the preferred route,
this Phase | survey should be completed. The survey must meet the requirements of the Secretary of the Interior's
standards for Identification and Evaluation, and should include an evaluation of National Register eligibility for any
properties that are identified. For a list of consultants who have expressed an interest in undertaking this type of research
and archaeological surveys, please visit the website http:/, /www.mnhs.org/shpo/ preservation-directory, and select
“prchaeologists, Contract” in the “Specialties” box.

We will reconsider the need for survey if the project area can be documented as previously surveyed or disturbed.
Any previous survey work must meet contemporary standards. Note: plowed areas and right-of-way are not
automatically considered disturbed. Archaeological sites can remain intact beneath the plow zone and in
undisturbed portions of the right-of-way. :

Please note that this comment letter does not address the requirements of section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966 and 36 CFR § 800. If this project is considered for federal financial assistance, or requires
a federal permit or license, then review and consultation with our office will need to be initiated by the lead
federal agency. Be advised that comments and recommendations provided by our office for this state-level review
may differ from findings and determinations made by the federal agency as part of review and consultation under
Section 106.

If you have any guestions regarding our review of this project, please contact our Compliance Section at (651) 259-
3455,

Sincerely,

Sarah J. Beimers, Manager
Government Programs and Compliance

345 West Kellogg Boulevard, St. Paul, MN 55102
651-259-3000 « mnhs.org



Butternut Township



Butternut Valley Township
Adam Jones, Clerk

49492 200 St

Lake Crystal, MN 56055

October 8™, 2017
To: Xcel Energy
Re: Huntley-Wilmarth Transmission Line Project

The Board of Supervisors of the Butternut Valley Township in rural Blue Earth County requested that |
send a letter stating that we, as a board and representing the citizens of our township, would only
approve of the proposed upgrading of the Huntley-Wilmarth Transmission line project IF the current
transmission line poles are removed and replaced with a single pole structure that is capable of handling
both the current low energy lines and the proposed high energy lines. It appears the current
transmission line poles are around 40 years old and they are susceptible to blow over by high winds over
their current lifetime and it’s time for them to be replaced by a single pole structure. Also if they are not
removed and more poles are added for the new transmission line, we can only imagine the difficulty of
trying to farm around them in our township.

If you have any questions, please let me know at 507-276-9027 or jone0602 @gmail.com

Sincerely,

Adam Jones, Clerk

Aaron Jones, Supervisor
Jon Stordahl, Supervisor
William Davis, Supervisor
Kristine Visher, Treasurer
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