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Introduction

The above matter has come before the deputy commissioner of the Department of Commerce for
a decision on the scope of the environmental assessment (EA) to be prepared on the Hollydale
115 kV transmission line project proposed by Xcel Energy and Great River Energy (applicants).

Project Description

As described in the route permit application (RPA), the proposed project is a rebuild of 8 miles
of the existing Great River Energy (GRE) 69 kilovolt (kV) transmission line toa 115 kV
transmission line. constructing approximately 0.8 miles of new 115 kV transmission line,
constructing a new 115 kV substation, and medifying associated facilities (Figure 1).

The applicants are requesting a 200 foot route width where the transmission line is to be rebuilt
along the existing 69 kV transmission line route which extends from the existing Medina
substation located southwest of the intersection of Willow Drive and County State Aid Highway
(CSAH) 24, at the intersection of GRE’s existing 115 kV transmission line just north of
Fernbrook Lane in the city of Plymouth. A 400 foot route width is being requested for the 0.8
miles of new 115 kV transmission that would run from the intersection of the existing GRE 115
kV transmission line and follow along the north side of the Canadian Pacific Railway east to
Cheshire Lane, then south along Cheshire Lane, and east along Schmidt Lake Road to proposed
location of Substation Site A,

The proposed transmission line will require a right-of-way of 75 feet (37.5 feet on cither side of
centerline). The proposed project includes a rebuild of approximately 8 miles of existing 69 kV
transmission line that has a current right-of-way between 70 to100 feet depending on the
location. The applicants indicate in the RPA that the project can be designed to fit within these
existing easements, thereby requiring little to no new right-of-way while still satisfying the needs
of the project.

Purpose

The applicants indicate in the RPA that the proposed project will provide increased distribution
capacity and avoid feeder circuit overloads in the Plymouth area distribution delivery system.
This includes increased distribution capacity in the Plymouth and Medina areas to better serve
current customers and expected load growth. In addition, the applicants explain that system
reliability would be enhanced by supplying the existing Hollydale substation with a redundant
115 kV connection.

This document can be made available In alternative formats (i.e. large print or audio) by calling 651-296-0391
(voice). Persons with hearing or speech disabilities may call us through Minnesota Relay at 1-800-627-3529 or by
dialing 711.
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Regulatory Background

A high-voltage transmission line RPA for the project was filed by the applicants on June 30,
2011, and accepted by the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission (Commission) on August 25,
2011. The route permit will be reviewed under the alternative review process, pursuant to
Minnesota Statues 216E (Power Plant Siting Act) and Minnesota Rules 7850.2800 to 7850.3900.
Under the alternative permitting process the Commission has six months from the date the
application was accepted as complete to make a decision on the route permit. The Commission
may extend this time limit up to three months for just cause or upon agreement of the applicant
{(Minnesota Rule 7850.3900, subpart 1).

Scoping Process

Scoping is the first step in the process after application acceptance. The scoping process has two
primary purposes: 1) to ensure that the public has a chance to participate in determining what
routes and issues should be considered for study in the EA, and 2) to help focus the EA on the
most important issues surrounding the route permit decision. The scope identifies potential
human and environmental issues that will be addressed in the EA. The scope also presents an
anticipated schedule of the environmental review process.

Advisory Task Force

As authorized by the Commission, Energy Facility Permitting (EFP) staff established an
advisory task force (ATF). The task force was charged with: 1) identifying specific impacts and
issues of local concern, and 2) identifying potential alternative transmission line routes or route
segments and alignments that may maximize positive impacts and/or minimize or avoid negative
impacts of the project.

The ATF met two times in October and November 2011, and generated a number of issues and
concerns including six alternative route segments. The ATF recommended selecting five of the
route segments from those included in the applicants’ RPA (Alternative Routes A, B, C, and D),
and two of the six new alternative routes created by the task force (ATF Alternative Route B-1
and ATF Alternative Route E). The task force also recommended including both substation sites
(Substation Sites A and B) as proposed in the RPA. The recommendations of the ATF have been
considered during the preparation of this scope and can be found in its final report at:
http://enereyfacilities.puc.state. mn.us/documents/32 12 1/FINAL _Report Hollvdale Project 112
311.pdf.

Public Scoping Meeting

EFP staff held a public information and scoping meeting on October 26, 2011, at the Best
Western Kelly Inn in Plymouth, Minnesota. The meeting provided members of the public an
opportunity to learn about the proposed project and the state’s high-voltage transmission line
route permitting process, review the applicants’ RPA, ask questions, provide comments, and
identify potential impacts and route alternatives to be considered for the scope of the
environmental assessment. Approximately 250 to 300 people attended the meeting.
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A court reporter was present at the public meeting and transcribed questions asked and
comments made by the public, as well as responses from EFP staff and the applicants. In total,
31 people provided oral comments and/or asked questions about the proposed project. Topics
and issues raised by the public at the meeting included: health and safety (electric and magnetic
fields), project cost, noticing issues. history of the existing 69 kV transmission line, implantable
medical devices and property values. Alternative Route E was brought up frequently by a large
number of citizens as a positive alternative to the applicants’ Proposed Route.

Public Comments

A public comment period, ending on November 9, 2011, provided the public an opportunity to
submit comments to EFP staff via e-mail, fax, U.S. mail or online on issues and alternative
routes and alignments for consideration for the scope of the EA. EFP staff received
approximately 450 comment letters by the close of the comment period.

Of the 450 comment letters received, 19 were form letters from Bridlewood and Churchill Farms
neighborhood residents which also included signatures from 505 citizens, 33 were form letters
from the Orchards of Plymouth Townhome residents, 27 was form letters from various citizens,
and 46 were petitions from Timber Creek Crossing residents. A summary of the issues raised in
the scoping comments as well as the frequency the issue was raised is summarized in Table 1.

The scoping meeting comment report and each comment letter is available for viewing and
downloading on the project website maintained by the Commission at:
hitp://energviacilities.puc.state.mn.us/Docket.htm1?1d=32121 or on the eDockets website at:
eDockets Hollydale 115 kV Project Website.

Table 1: Issues Raised During Scoping Period "

Issue Nnmbgr “f
Comments
Property Values 238
Health and Safety (electric and magnetic fields) 193
Agsthetics 122
Wetlands 111
History of Existing 69 kV Line and History of Residential Development a7
MNoise 94
Proximity to Homes/Businesses/Structures 44
Existing Easements and Right-of-Way [ssues 38
Transmission Structure Composition/Design 38
Transmission Pole Stability (fall down) 38
Wildlife 34
| General use of Right-of-Way (fire pits, barbeques, and filling mowers with gasoline) 29
Tree Loss Along and within Right-of-Way (mature trees and vegetation removal) 28
Federal Housing Administration (FHA) Falling Hazard Regulations 28
Parks, Recreation, Trails 27
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