@ Xcel Energy*

June 2, 2009

VIA E-MAIL

David Birkholz

Project Manager

Office of Energy Security
85 7th Place East

Suite 500

St. Paul, MN 55101-2198

Re:  In the Matter of Xcel Energy Application for a Route Permit for the Chisago
County to Apple River 115/161 kV High Voltage Transmission Line Project,
Wherein the City of Taylors Falls has Made a Request for a Permit
Amendment
PUC Docket No.: E002/TL-06-1677

Dear Mr. Birkholz:

Enclosed please find the Comments of Northern States Power Company, a Minnesota
corporation, in the above-referenced matter. The attached Comments are also being e-filed by
posting the same at www.edockets.state.mn.us.

Sincerely,

/s/ Pamela Rasmussen

Pamela Rasmussen
Manager, Siting and Land Rights-North

Enclosure
cc: Michael Buchite, Mayor, City of Taylors Falls
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CERTIFICATE OF FILING

In the Matter of the Petition of Northern States
Power Company d/b/a Xcel Energy and
Dairyland Cooperative for a Route Permit for a
115 kV and 161 kV Transmission Line from
Taylors Falls to Chisago County Substation

Docket No. E-002/TL-06-1677

I, Theresa Senart, hereby certify that on the 2nd day of June, 2009, I filed a true and
correct copy of the attached Comments of Northern States Power Company by posting the same
at www.edockets.state.mn.us in the above-referenced docket.

/s/ Theresa Senart
Theresa Senart
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STATE OF MINNESOTA
BEFORE THE
MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

David C. Boyd Chair
J. Dennis O'Brien Commissioner
Thomas Pugh Commissioner
Phyllis A. Reha Commissioner
Betsy Wergin Commissioner
IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF Docket No.: E-002/TL.-06-1677

NORTHERN STATES POWER COMPANY D/B/A
XCEL ENERGY AND DAIRYLAND COOPERATIVE

FOR A ROUTE PERMIT FOR A 115 KV AND 161 COMMENTS

KV TRANSMISSION LINE FROM TAYLORS FALLS OF NORTHERN STATES

TO CHISAGO COUNTY SUBSTATION POWER COMPANY
INTRODUCTION

On May 12, 2009, the City of Taylors Falls (“the City”) filed with the Minnesota Public
Utilities Commission (“Commission”) a proposal to amend the route permit that the Commission
issued on February 20, 2008, to Northern States Power Company, a Minnesota corporation (“Xcel
Energy” or “the Company”) and Dairyland Power Cooperative for the above-referenced
transmission line project. The Commission requested that comments on the City’s amendment
proposal be submitted by June 2, 2009. Xcel Energy, a co-applicant in the above-referenced matter,
submits these comments in response to the City’s amendment proposal and respectfully requests

that the Commission deny the City’s request to amend the route permit.

Contrary to the City’s characterizations in its amendment proposal, Xcel Energy kept the
City updated regarding the Company’s route proposal prior to and during the route permit
proceedings before the Commission in the above-referenced matter. Despite having full knowledge
and notice of the route as proposed and approved and of the fact that the proposed project and
route would be different from the project and configuration in the September 2000 settlement

agreement between, nter alia, the Company and the City,' the City neither participated in the route

! The 2000 settlement agreement contemplated construction of a 161 kV transmission line

from the Company's Chisago County Substation to the new Lawrence Creck Substation in Taylors
Falls, and the upgrade of the Company's existing 69 kV line from the Arden Hills Substation to
Lawrence Creek from 69 kV to 115 kV. The project proposed by the Company in its route permit
application was a single 115 kV upgrade from Chisago County Substation to Lawrence Creek.



permit proceeding before the Commission nor challenged the Commission’s route permit in a timely
manner. In its communications with the City, Xcel Energy understood the City to support the
proposed and now approved route and configuration for the transmission line, including the
overhead segment between Minnesota trunk highway (“TH”) 95 and the St. Croix River. Now,

more than a year after the permit was issued, the City is attempting to challenge the route permit.

The City is requesting that the Commission amend the route configuration as it is described
in the route permit. Specifically, the City is requesting amendments that would require that Xcel
Energy (1) start the underground segment of the line at a point just west of county state aid highway
(“CSAH”) 205 (2) use transition structures that will be 60 feet high on average; (3) continue the
underground segment through TH 95 to the west bank of the St. Croix River; and (4) revegetate the

unused right-of-way on the face of the bluff in the City.”

The City lacks authority to request the Commission to amend the route configuration in the
route permit. Minn. R. 7849.5990 allows a person to request from the Commission an amendment
to route permit conditions only. All but one of the City’s amendment requests seek to change the
route configuration of the approved transmission line in the route permit. Only the City’s revegetation
request could conceivably be considered an amendment to the route permit conditions, and Xcel
Energy will revegetate the unused right-of-way down the bluff face identified by the City where
utility facilities will be removed as needed once the project is complete. It is not necessary to reopen

this matter and modify the route permit to ensure that this will be done.

The City’s proposed configuration change of locating a 60-foot tall transition structure on
the west side of CSAH 20 is not feasible. If a transition structure were located on the west side of
CSAH 20 — rather than east of CSAH 20 — it would need to be a single pole almost 100 feet tall,
resulting in increased visibility and impacts in that area. Xcel Energy believes the approved 60-foot
tall three-pole riser configuration for the transition structure on the east side of CSAH 20 will result
in less visual impacts. If the City, however, still wants the transition structure to be located on the

west side of CSAH 20, then Xcel Energy is willing to voluntarily place the transition structure on the

? Proposed Route Permit Amendment from the City of Taylors Falls to the Chisago

Transmission Project 115/161 kV Transmission Lines, Substation Upgrades and the New Lawrence
Creek Substation Route Permit, at pp. 2-3.



west side of CSAH 20, with the understanding that the transition structure would need to be an

approximately 100-foot tall, single pole riser in order to be located in that area.

The City’s proposed route changes in the vicinity of TH 95 would result in significant
wetland impacts’ and would likely not be approved for permitting by the U. S. Army Corps of
Engineers (“USACOE”), who has claimed jurisdiction over the wetland east of TH 95 because it is
directly connected to the St. Croix River. The USACORE is currently reviewing Xcel Energy’s permit
application under Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 that secks authorization to cross

this wetland and the St. Croix River.

The Company will continue to work directly with the City on the City’s issues. If any minor
route configuration changes result from the USACOE’s permitting process or Xcel Energy’s
communications with the City regarding the transition structure location near CSAH 20, Xcel

Energy will submit these alterations for Commission review.

The remainder of these comments are organized as follows:

L. The City Lacks Authority to Request Amendments to Route Configuration in a
Commission-Approved Route Permit

I1. The City Had Numerous Opportunities to Participate in the Route Permit
Proceeding

III.  The City’s Proposed Route Amendments in the Vicinity of TH 95 and the St. Croix
River Will Result in More Environmental Impacts

IV.  The Proposed Change to the Location of the Transition Structure in the Vicinity of
CSAH 20 Was an Attempt to Minimize Visual Impact to the Riverway Area

?This is supported in the record by both the hearing testimony of Thomas Hillstrom of Xcel Energy
who discussed the damage that would result to the wetland if underground construction was
pursued east of TH 95 (Evidentiary Hearing Transcript, Vol. 2A, 112:8-113:23 (Sept. 5, 2007)) and
the Environmental Assessment, which concluded that undergrounding the transmission line
between TH 95 and the St. Croix River would result in both temporary and permanent impacts that
could be avoided if the transmission line were constructed overhead (Environmental Assessment,

(Aug. 20, 2007) pp. 61).



COMMENTS

I. The City Lacks Authority to Request Amendments to Route Configuration in a
Commission-Approved Route Permit

The City lacks the authority to request a change to the route configuration provided in the
route permit in the above-referenced matter at this late date. The City states that it submitted its
amendment proposal pursuant to Section VI of the route permit in this matter, which generally
allows for any person to request the Commission to amend the route permit.* The Commission,
however, has previously interpreted this section’s boilerplate route permit language to allow for
requests to amend route permit conditions only (as opposed to requests to amend an approved route
or configuration), in accordance with Minn. R. 7849.5990.> Minn. R. 7849.5990 only allows for
requests for amendments to route permit conditions.” All but one of the City’s proposed route permit

amendments constitute a change to the approved route and project configuration.” Because the City

! See May 11, 2009 Letter from Michael D. Buchite, Mayor of the City of Taylors Falls, to
David Birkholz filing the City’s Route Permit Amendment Proposal. The Notice of Permit
Amendment Requests issued by the Office of Energy Security (“OES”) describes the City’s
amendment proposal as made pursuant to Minn. R. 7849.5990, which allows for requests to amend
route permit conditions only.

° See In the Matter of the Request of Mark Zebms for a Route Permit Amendment to the Xcel Energy 161
k1 High 1 oltage Transmission Line in Jay Township in Martin County, Minnesota (hereinafter “Zehms
Amendment Matter”), MPUC Docket No. E,PT-6479/MC-05-1328, Order Denying Request for
Route Permit Amendment, p. 3 (filed Feb. 6, 2000) (denying petitioner’s request to amend route
permit by altering the alignment of the proposed transmission line in a manner that would not go
through the petitioner’s windbreak because specific line alignment is not included within the
conditions of the route permit). More recent route permits have modified the language of Section
VI to specify that allowed amendment requests pertain to route permit "conditions," which
corresponds to the language in Minn. R. 7849.5990 (providing for requests for amendments to route
permit "conditions"). See e.g., In the Matter of the Application of Xcel Energy for a Route Permit for the Mary
Lake 115 £V Transmission Project, MPUC Docket No. E002/TL-07-1365, Findings of Fact,
Conclusions of Law and Order Issuing a Route Permit to Xcel Energy for the Mary Lake 115 kV
Transmission Project (filed Sept. 17, 2008) (attaching Route Permit).

¢ Minn. R. 7849.5980, which allows for an application for minor alterations to transmission

lines, also does not apply to the City’s amendment proposal as this rule only “authorizes [those] to
apply for a minor alteration ... who already have the capacity but simply lack the authority to make
the minor alteration [ie., route permitee|.” See Zebm'’s Amendment Matter, Order Denying Request for
Route Permit Amendment, p. 4.

7

See Proposed Route Permit Amendment from the City of Taylors Falls to the Chisago
Transmission Project 115/161 kV Transmission Lines, Substation Upgrades and the New Lawrence



lacks the authority to request the Commission to amend the route configuration in the route permit,
Xcel Energy respectfully requests that the Commission deny the City’s amendment proposal.

IL. The City Had Numerous Opportunities to Participate in the Route Permit
Proceeding

Xcel Energy has been in communication with the City regarding this project and Xcel
Energy’s proposed route configuration prior to, during, and after the route permit proceeding in the
above-referenced matter. Despite having full knowledge of the proposed route and project
configuration, including the proposed overhead segment from TH 95 over the St. Croix River, and
agreeing to participate in the route permit matter in the settlement agreement with Xcel Energy, the
City failed to take advantage of numerous opportunities to participate in the route permit

proceeding.’

In December 2006, approximately one month prior to filing its route permit application in
the above-referenced matter, Xcel Energy met with City officials and notified them that despite the
provision in the settlement agreement with the City, it did not appear to be feasible to construct the
proposed transmission line underground between TH 95 and the west bank of the St. Croix River
because of a wetland located in this area. At this meeting, the City appeared to understand the
obstacle that the wetland posed to underground construction and to be willing to agree to overhead
construction. Xcel Energy understood this and the City’s subsequent non-participation in the route
permit proceeding to mean that the City supported the overhead segment of the transmission line

east of TH 95 since the Company did not receive anything to the contrary in writing from the City.

Creek Substation Route Permit, pp. 2-3 (providing for amendments to at least five provisions that
are located outside of the Conditions section of the route permit). The only amendment that
qualifies as an amendment to the route permit conditions, is the City’s request that the following
sentence be included on page 8 of the route permit under the Special Conditions section: “After
construction is complete, Permitees must revegetate the unused right-of-way on the face of the bluff
in Segment 6, in the City of Taylors Falls.” Id. at p. 3.

’ The Company notes that paragraph 19 of the September 2000 settlement agreement required

the City to become and remain a party to the route permit proceeding. However, the City did not
file a motion to intervene, and did not participate in the evidentiary proceedings. The City also did
not send a representative to present the City's views regarding the settlement agreement or the
proposed route at either of the two evenings of public hearings conducted by Administrative Law
Judge Lipman.



In January 2007, Xcel Energy filed its route permit application with the Commission,
proposing overhead construction from TH 95 across the river, of which the City was notified. The
City did not come forward to contest the proposed route at that time. In February 2007, the
Department of Commerce (now the Office of Energy Security) sent the City a letter inviting it to
participate in an advisory task force for the transmission line project, but the City declined to
participate in the task force.” In February 2008, the Commission mailed the City a copy of it route

. . . 10
determination and permit;

the City, however, declined to challenge the route permit by either filing
a motion for reconsideration with the Commission or appealing the Commission order approving

the route configuration to the Minnesota Court of Appeals.11

The City had the opportunity to participate in the Commission’s route permit proceeding
but declined to do so despite having full knowledge of the proposed route configuration of the
transmission line near and within its city limits. As explained more fully below, the City’s concerns,
expressed to the Commission at this late date, are more appropriately addressed directly between the
City and Xcel Energy.

III.  The City’s Proposed Route Amendments in the Vicinity of TH 95 and the St. Croix
River Will Result in More Environmental Impacts

As communicated to the City prior to Xcel Energy filing its route permit application with the
Commission, Xcel Energy discovered that undergrounding the transmission line between TH 95 and
the St. Croix River poses significant complications. Between TH 95 and the St. Croix River, there is
basalt bedrock formation, which is generally less than five feet from the surface. Burying the
transmission line through this formation would present significant difficulties. Basalt is extremely

hard bedrock; blasting may be necessary because trenching or directional bores may not be possible.

’ See Letter from David Birkholz of the Department of Commerce to the City of Taylors Falls

and Other Cities Inviting Them to Participate in Advisory Task Force (Feb. 23, 2007).

t See Order Granting Certificate of Need, Granting Route Permit, and Deferring Action on

Portion of Route Permit Application Pending Negotiations and Further Filings (Feb. 20, 2008).

11

See e.g., Minn. R. 7829.3000 (providing for petition to Commission for rehearing,
amendment, vacation, reconsideration, or reargument 20 days from the relevant Commission
decision or order); Minn. Stat. § 216E.15 (providing that challenges to a route permit must be filed
with the Minnesota Court of Appeals within 30 days after the publication in the State Register of
notice of the issuance of the permit by the Commission or the filing of any final order by the
Commission).



Even if blasting a trench for the transmission line was physically feasible, the surrounding rock may
not provide a suitable thermal setting for the operation of an underground 161 kV transmission

cable.

Also, the area between TH 95 and Chisago Street consists of a deep marsh wetland that
would make trenching or directional boring in this area infeasible. Because there is standing water,
trenching through this wetland would necessitate either temporarily draining the entire wetland, or
constructing coffer dams and draining a 30-foot wide strip of wetland, either of which would require
coordination with the USACOE, local regulatory officers and obtaining a dewatering permit.
Moreover, as there appears to be bedrock within five feet of the surface within this wetland,
trenching would not be feasible through this wetland. Directional boring through this wetland is
also not feasible because of the mucky texture of the soil. Additionally, given the elevation
differential between TH 95 and Chisago Street, a steep entry angle would be required to cross under
the wetland, which is likely not feasible. This steep entry angle and deep track depth makes it very

likely that bedrock would be hit, which would further preclude a directional boring option.

It thus appears that blasting would be the construction technique required to construct in
this area, which would result in environmental impacts.”” Environmental review of the area between
TH 95 and the St. Croix River was completed in the Environmental Assessment in this Docket,
which sufficiently assessed the environmental impacts that would result in this area from either
underground or overhead construction.”” Both the Company’s testimony and the Environmental

Assessment support that because of the presence of the wetland and basalt bedrock east of TH 95,

12 The record includes photographs of the construction techniques required to install

underground concrete transmission line vaults. Schedule 5 of Direct Testimony of Michael P.
Dunham of Xcel Energy (July 13, 2007). Those photographs show the disruption to the surface
area required to install such vaults in an accessible public right-of-way. The Company believes the
blasting required to install such concrete vault structures between TH 95 and the St. Croix River
would be more complicated (and damaging) than the blasting required to install City utilities in the
area. City Amendment Proposal at pp. 5-6. The Company believes such extensive blasting would
be inconsistent with concern for the integrity of the river valley. City Amendment Proposal at p. 5.

" Environmental Assessment, p. 61,
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underground construction in that area would result in environmental impacts. " These

environmental impacts can be avoided by constructing the transmission line overhead in this area.

Xcel Energy has outlined the above information in its application to the USACOE, who has
claimed jurisdiction over the wetland between TH 95 and the St. Croix River, for a Section 10
permit.” Xcel Energy has notified the City of its permit application to the USACOE. The
USACOE’s review will also include additional evaluation of the environmental impacts from
construction in this area. The Commission, therefore, need not and should not modify the
approved route configuration or require additional study of environmental impacts in the TH 95
area in this Docket at this time.

IV.  The Proposed Change to the Location of the Transition Structure in the Vicinity of
CSAH 20 Was an Attempt to Minimize Visual Impact to the Riverway Area

The City has always expressed to Xcel Energy the City’s concern about minimizing visual
impacts in the St. Croix River Valley and avoiding pole structures that would be taller than the tree
line and visible for a great distance. The Company's approved configuration near CSAH 20 reflects

16

those concerns. In Xcel Energy’s March 26, 2009 letter to the City, ” Xcel Energy explained to the
City that locating the transition structure on the west side of CSAH 20 (as contemplated by the
settlement agreement) would not lessen visual impacts because right-of-way limitations on the west
side would require the use of a single riser pole at least 98 feet in height, as opposed to the single 60
foot transition structure desired by the City."” During Xcel Energy’s siting process, it was
determined that there is enough right-of-way east of CSAH 20 to install a three-pole riser

configuration, keeping the riser height to approximately 60 feet and better concealing it within the

wooded area.

' Hillstrom Hearing Testimony, Vo. 2A, 112:8-113:23; Environmental Assessment, at 61.

15

See Section 10 Permit Application for Xcel Energy’s Chisago County to Apple River
Transmission Line Project (Apr. 16, 2009) (Attachment A).

10 This letter is attached to the City’s route permit amendment proposal to the Commission.

v See Route Permit Application (Jan. 5, 2007), Figures 3-9 and 3-10, pp. 27-28 (depicting a 161
kV 105-120-foot single-pole riser transition structure and a 161 kV 65-80-foot three-pole riser
transition structure).



The Company, therefore, proposed locating the transition structure on the east side of
CSAH 20 to allow for a shorter transition structure to minimize visual impacts in the St. Croix River
Valley. If the City decides that it would still like the Company to place the transition structure on
the west side of CSAH 20, Xcel Energy will voluntarily agree to do so with the understanding that
the transition structure would necessarily consist of an approximately 98-foot single-pole riser
structure on the west side of CSAH 20 rather than the shorter structures on the east side of CSAH
20. The Company continues to believe, however, that the Commission-approved route and
configuration better achieve the City's goals of preserving the integrity of the St. Croix River Valley

and avoiding installation of facilities that would be visible above the tree line."
CONCLUSION

Xcel Energy respectfully requests that the Commission deny the City’s route permit
amendment proposal. The City lacks the authority to make its requests for route configuration
changes to the Commission. The City was fully informed of the proposed route and had the
opportunity to participate in the Commission’s route permit process and challenge the route permit
in a timely manner but did not do so, despite the requirements of the September 2000 settlement
agreement. Xcel Energy is willing to work directly with the City on the concerns that it has raised
regarding the location of the riser near CSAH 20, pursuant to the procedures set forth in the
settlement agreement. Additional environmental review in this proceeding of the area between TH
95 and the St. Croix River is unnecessary. Xcel Energy will seek Commission review if any minor
route or configuration changes result from the USACOE’s permitting process for the facilities east
of TH 95 or Xcel Energy’s communications with the City regarding the transition structure location

near CSAH 20.

'® The Company notes that a meeting of the Steering Committee contemplated by Paragraph three
of the 2000 settlement agreement is scheduled for June 8, 2009, and the Company will discuss the
CSAH 20 riser location issue with the City at that meeting.



Dated: June 2, 2009
Northern States Power Company,
a Minnesota corporation

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Catherine A. Biestek

James P. Johnson Michael Krikava (#182679)
Assistant General Counsel Catherine A. Biestek (#351088)
Xcel Energy Services Inc. Briggs and Morgan, P.A.

414 Nicollet Mall — 5" Floor 2200 IDS Center

Minneapolis, MN 55401 Minneapolis, MN 55402

(612) 215-4592 (612) 977-8400

Attorneys for Northern States Power Company,
a Minnesota Corporation

2361854v1
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€2, XcelEnergy-

May 4,2009

Mr. Dan Seemon

Department of the Army
Corpsof Engineers

St. Paul Didtrict, Attn: PO-R
190 Fifth Street East, Suite 401
S. Paul, MN 55101-1638

Dear Mr. Seemon:

Attached pleasefmd one Section 10 permit application for Xcel Energy's Chisago County to
AppleRiver TransmissionLine Project; thisshould replacethe applicationthat was sent to
your dfiee on April 16,2009. The project includescrossing COE jurisdictional watersat the
. Croix River crossing north of Taylor Falls. The applicationincludesasigned and
completed ENG FORM 4345, seven pages of additional project informationand nine pages
of supportingmaps and figures. | have aso attached a record of a meetingwe had in 2007
where we discussed the project.

Theinformation provided in this application is completeand accurate to the best of our
knowledge. If additional informationis needed, or if you have any questionsor concerns
regarding the information supplied, please contact me at the addressor numbers provided.
Thank you for your prompt processing of our application, and we look forwardto the
opportunity to work with you to completethis project.

Sincerely.

7 M
Tom Hillstrom
Permitting Analyst

(612) 330-6538
thomas.g.hillstrom(@xcelenergy.com

ATTACHMENT A




APPLICATICN FOR DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY PERMIT OMB APPROVAL NO. 0710-0003
(33 CFR 325) Expires December 31,2004

The public reportingburden for this collection of informationis estimated to average 10 hours per response, although the majority of applications should
require 5 hours or less. This includes the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintainingthe data needed,
and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of
information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to Departmentof Defense, Washington Headquarters Service Directorate of Information
Operations and Reporis, 1215 Jefferson Davis Highway, Suite 1204, Arlington, VA 22202-4302 and to the Office of Management and Budget,
Paperwork Reduction Project {§710-0003), Washington, DC 20503. Respondents should be aware that notwithstanding any other provision of law, no
person shall be subject to any penalty for failing to comply with a collection of information if it does not display a currently valid OMB control number.
Pleasa DO NOT RETURN your form to either of those addresses. Completed applications must be submitted to the District Engineer having jurisdic-
tion over the location of the proposed activity.

PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT
Authorities: Rivers and Harbors Act, Section 10, 33 USC 403: Clean Water Ad, Section 404, 33 USG 1344; Marine Protection, Research, and
Sanctuaries Act, Section 103, 33 USC 1413. Principal Purpose: Information provided on this form will be used in evaluating the appiicationfor a
permit. Routine Uses: This information may be shared with the Department of Justice and other federal, state, and local government agencies.
Submission of requested information is voluntary, however, ifinformation is not provided, the permit application cannot be processed nor can a permit
be issued.
One set of original drawings or good reproducible copies which show the location and character of the proposed activity must be attachedto this
application {sse sample drawings and instructions) and be submitted to the District Engineer having jurisdiction over the location of the proposed
activity. An application that is not completed in full will be returned.

(ITEMS 1 THRU4 TOBEFILLEDBY THE CORPS)

1. APPLICATION NO. 2. FIELD OFFICE CODE 3. DATE RECEIVED 4. DATE APPLICATION COMPLETED

(ITEMS BELOW TO BEFILLED BY APPLICANT}

5. APPLICANT'S NAME 8. AUTHORIZED AGENT'SNAME AND TITLE (an agentis not required)
Xcd Energy (Tom Hillstrom)
6. APPLICANT'S ADDRESS 9. AGENT'S ADDRESS
414 NicolletMall
Minneapolis, MN 55401-1993
7. APPLICANT'S PHONE NUMBERS WITH AREA CODE 10. AGENT'S PHONE NUMBERS WITH AREA CODE
a. Residence a. Residence
b. Business (612) 330-6538 b. Business
11. STATEMENT OF AUTHORIZATION
I hereby authorize to actin my behalf as my agentin the processing of this application and to

furnish, upon request, supplemental information in suppait of this permit appiication.

APPLICANT'S SIGNATURE DATE

NAME, LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT OR ACTIVITY

12. PROJECT NAME OR TITLE (ses instructions)
Chisago County to Apple River Transmission Line Project

13. NAME OF WATERBODY, IF KNOWN (if applicable) 14. PROJECT STREET ADDRESS (if appficatle)
St Croix River
15. LOCATION OF PROJECT
Chisago Minnesota
COUNTY STATE

18, OTHER LOCATION DESCRIPTIONS, iF KNOWN (see instructions)
The Section 10 river crossing islocated in Sections 19, 24, 25, and 30 of Township 34N, Range 19W.

17. DIRECTIONS TO THE SITE

The St. Croix River crossingislocated just north of the city of Taylor Fals. Go north on Highway 95 from
Highway 8 out of Taylor Fallsfor approximately 0.7 miles. Theriver crossinglocationisidentifiedonthe
attached figures.

ENG FORM 4345, Jul 97 EDITICN OF SEP 94 [S OBSOLETE (Proponent: CECW-0R})




18. Nature of Activity (Description of project, include all features)

Please see section 18 o fthe attached Additionallnformation

19. Project Purpose (Bascribe the reason orpurpose of the project, see instructions)

Please see section 19 o fthe attached Additionallnformation

USE BLOCKS 20-22 IF DREDGED AND/OR FILL MATERIAL 1S TO BE DISCHARGED

20. Reason(s) for Discharge

Please see section 20 o fthe attached Additionallnformation

21. Type(s) of Material Being Dischargedand the Amount of Each Type in Cubic Yards

Please see section 21 of the attached Additional Information

22. Surface Areain Acres of Wetlands or Other Waters Filled (see instructions)

Please see section 22 o f the attached Additional Information

23. Is Any Portion of the Work Already Complete? Yes No _x_ IF YES, DESCRIBE THE COMPLETED WORK

24. Addresses of Adjoining Property Owners, Lessees, ete., Whose Property Adjoins the Waterbody (if more than can be entered here, please attach a

supplemental list).

Notapplicable

25.

List of Other Certificationsor Approveals/Denials Received from other Federal, State, or Local Agencies for Work Described in This Application
AGENCY TYPE APPROVAL' IDENTIFICATION NUMBER DATE APPLIED DATE APPROVED DATE DENIED
Please see Table 1inthe attached additional information

*Would inciude but is not restricted to zoning, building and flood plain permits

26. Apoiication is herebv made for a permit or permits to authorize the work described in this application. | certifv that the informationin this application

. §H/09

is complete and accurate. 1 further certify that | possess the authority to undertake the werk described herein or am acting as the duly authorized
agent of th applicant.

SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT DATE ) SIGNATURE OF AGENT DATE

The application must be signed by the person who desires to undertake the proposed activity (applicant) or it may be signed by a duly authorized
agent if the statement in block 11 has been filled out and signed.

18 UL.S.C. Section 1001 provides that: Whoevar, in any manner within the jurisdiction of any depariment or agency of the United States, knowingly
and willtfully {alsifies, ¢ moeals, or covers Lp any Irick scheme, or disguises a malerial fact or makes any false, fictitious or frauduient statements or
representations or makes or uses any false writing or document knowing same to contain any false, fictitious or fraudulent statements or entry, shall
be fined not more than $10.000 or imprisoned rat mora than five years or both.




Instructions for Preparing a
Department of the Army Permit Application

Blocks1 through 4. To becompleted by Corpsof Engineers.

Block 5. Applicant's Name. Enter the nameof the responsibleparty or parties. If the responsibleparty is an agency,
company, corporation, or other organization, indicate the responsibleofficer and title. If more than one party is associated
with the application, please attach a sheet with the necessary information marked Block 5.

Block 6. Address of Applicant. Pleaseprovidethefull address of theparty or parties responsiblefor the application. If
more spaceis needed, attach an extrasheet of paper marked Block 6.

Block 7. Applicant Telephone Number(s). Please provide the number where you can usualy bereached during normal
business hours.

Blocks 8 through 11. To be completed, if you chooseto have an agent

Block 8. Authorized Agent's Name and Title. Indicatename of individua or agency, designated by you, to represent you
in this process. An agent can be an attorney, builder, contractor, engineer, or any other person or organization. Note: An
agent isnot required.

Blocks9and 10. Agent's Address and Telephone Number. Please provide the complete mailing address of the agent,
along with the tel ephone number wherehe / she can be reached during normal business hours.

Block 11. Statement of Authorization. To be completed by applicant, if an agentisto be employed.

Block 12. Proposed Project Nameor Title. Pleaseprovidename identifyingthe proposedproject, e.g., Landmark Plaza,
Burned Hills Subdivision, or Edsall Commercia Center.

Block 13. Name of Waterbody. Pleaseprovidethenameof any stream, lake, marsh, or other waterway to be directly
impacted by the activity. If itisaminor (no name) stream, identify the waterbody the minor stream enters.

Block 14. Proposed Project Street Address. If the proposed projectislocated at a site baving a street address (not abox
number), pleaseenter it here.

Block 15. Location of Proposed Project. Enter the county and statewherethe proposed projectis located. If morespaceis
required, please attach a sheet with the necessary information marked Block 15.

Block 16. Other Location Descriptions. If available, provide the Section, Township, and Rangeof thesiteand | or the
latitude and longitude. You may aso providedescription of the proposed project location, such as lot numbers, tract num-
bers, or you may chooseto locate the proposed project sitefrom a known point (such as theright descendingbank of Smith
Creek, one mile downstream from the Highway 14 bridge). If alargeriver or stream, include theriver mile of the proposed
project siteif known.

Block 17, Directionsto the Site. Providedirectionsto the sitefrom aknown location or landmark. Include highway and
street numbersas well as names. Also provide distancesfrom known locations and any other informationthat would assist
in locating the Site.

Block 18. Naturedf Activity. Describetheoverall activity or project. Give appropriatedimensions of structuressuch as
wingwalls, dikes (identify the materialsto be used in construction, as well as the methods by whichthe work is to be done),
or excavations (length, width, and height). Indicate whether discharge of dredged or fill materia isinvolved. Also, identify
any structureto be constructed on afill, piles, or float-supported platforms.

The written descriptionsand illustrationsare an important part of the application. Pleasedescribe, in detail, what you wish
todo. If morespaceis needed, attach an extra sheet of paper marked Block 18.




Block 19. Proposed Project Purpose. Describethe purposeand need for the proposed project. What will it be used for and
why? Alsoincludeabrief descriptionof any related activitiesto be developed asthe result of the proposed project. Givethe
approximatedates you plan to both begin and completed| work.

Block 20. Reasonsfor Discharge. If theactivity involvesthedischarge of dredged and/or fill material into awetland or
other waterbody, including the temporary placement of material, explain the specific purposedf the placementof the mate-
rial (such aserosion control).

Block 21. Types of Material Being Discharged and the Amount of Each Typein Cubic Yards. Describethemateria to
be discharged and amount of each material to bedischarged within Corpsjurisdiction. Please be surethisdescriptionwill
agreewith your illustrations. Discharge materia includes: rock, sand, clay, concrete, etc.

Block 22. Surface Areas of Wetlands or Other WatersFilled. Describethe areato befilled at eachlocation. Specificaly
identify the surface areas, or part thereof, to befilled. Alsoincludethe meansby which the dischargeis to be done (backhoe,
dragline, etc.). If dredged materid isto be discharged on an upland site, identify the site and the stepsto be taken (if neces-
sary) to prevent runoff from thedredged material back into awaterbody. If more spaceis needed, attach an extrasheet of
paper marked Block 22.

Block 23. IsAny Portion of theWork Already Complete? Provideany background on any part of the proposed project
already completed. Describethe area aready developed, structurescompleted, any dredged or fill material already dis-
charged, thetype d material, volumein cubicyards, acresfilled, if awetland or other waterbody (in acres or squarefeet). If
thework was done under an existing Corps permit, identity the authorization, if possible.

Block 24. Namesand Addresses of Adjoining Property Owners, Lessees, etc.,, Whose Property Adjoins the Project Site.
List complete namesand full mailing addressesaf the adjacent property owners (public and private) lessees, etc., whose
property adjoinsthe waterbody or aquatic site wherethe work is being proposed so that they may be notified of the proposed
activity (usually by publicnotice). If morespaceisneeded, attach an extrasheet of paper marked Block 24.

Information regarding adjacent landownersisusually available through the office of the tax assessor in the county or
counties where the project isto be devel oped.

Block 25. Information about Approvasor Denialsby Other Agencies. You may need the approval of other federal, State,
or local agenciesfor your project. Identify any applicationsyou have submitted and the status, if any (approved or denied) of
each application. Yon need not have obtained all other permitsbefore gpplying for a Corps permit.

Block 26. Signature of Applicant or Agent. The application must be signed by the owner or other authorized party (agent).
Thissignature shall be an affirmationthat the party applying for the permit possesses the requisite property rightsto under-
takethe activity applied for (including compliancewith special conditions, mitigation, etc.).

DRAWINGSAND ILLUSTRATIONS
Genera Information.

Three typesdf illustrationsare needed to properly depict the work to be undertaken. Theseillustrationsor drawings are
identifiedas a Vicinity Map, aPlan View gr a Typical Cross-SectionMap. Identify each illustration with afigure or attach-
ment number.

Please submit oneoriginal, or good quality copy, of all drawingson 8% x I | inch plain white paper (tracing paper or film
may be substituted). Usethefewest number of sheets necessary for your drawingsor illustrations.

Each illustration shouldidentify the project, the applicant, and the type of illustration (vicinity map, plan view, or cross-
section). Whileillustrations need not be professional (many small, private project illustrations are prepared by hand),
they should beclear, accurate, and contain all necessary information.




ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

APPLICATION FOR ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS SECTION 10
PERMIT

XCEL ENERGY — CHISAGO COUNTY TO APPLE RIVER
TRANSMISSION LINE UPGRADE PROJECT

Block 18. NATUREOF ACTIVITY

Xcel Energy is proposing to upgrade approximately 18 miles of theexisting69 kv
transmissionline from the Chisago County Substationto the &t. Croix Falls Substationin
S. Croix Fals, Wisconsnto a115kV and 161 kV transmissionline. Approximately 380
feet of the project crossesthe &. Croix River, a Section 10 River. Theinformationinthis
application concernsthe section of thetransmission line between TH 95 and the St. Croix
Falls Substation.

The project was permitted through a MinnesotaPublic Utilities Route Permit process.
The outcomeof that process specifiesthe project's route and configuration including
whether the linewill be constructed above ground or underground in specific aress.
Figure 1 showsthe general location of the project.

As determined in the route permit process, the rebuilt 161 kV transmissionlineis
proposed to be constructed underground (buried within a concrete duct bank) from the
top of the bluff (CSAH 20) to the base of the bluff, east of TH 95.

From TH 95to the St. Croix Falls Substation onthe east side of theriver, the proposed
line will be constructed aboveground. Xcel Energy will use overhead transmission lines
to crossthe St. Croix River inthe genera vicinity of existing transmission poles,
replacing the existing structures. The proposed overhead linewill be designedto
minimizeas much as possi blethe number of structureswithinthe wetland located to the
west of theSt. Croix River. The St. Croix River Crossingislocatedin sections24 and 25
of Township 34N, Range 19W and sections 19 and 30 of Township 34N, Range 18W.

Thetransitionstructureon the east sideof TH 95 (Structure 31) is proposed to beatriple
shaft, self-supported, self-weathering stedl structure(Figure 2) withtwo davit arms per
shaft for support of the cableterminatorsto transitionto the overhead structures. Xce
Energy proposesto use threeshafts to reducethe height of the structureand seif-
weatheringstedl to blend into thelandscape. Thefirst threestructureseast of the
transition structure(Structures32, 33, and 34) will be approximately 56 to 60 feet tall and
each will be an H-frame configuration (Figure 3). At each edge of the river crossing, H-
framestructures will be used (Structures35 and 36), with an approximate height of 50
feet and aspan over theriver of approximately 600 feet (Figure 4). The height of the




structureson the west and east Side of theriver will be approximately 14 and 6 feet lower
than the existing structures, respectively.

Aspart of therebuild, Xcel Energy will removethe existing overhead transmission line
and all existing distribution lines from thewest bluff. At theriver crossing, the Project
would result in anet reduction of 10 wirescrossing theriver (the remova of 15 existing
wirescrossingthe river and installation of three conductorsand two shield wires).

A jurisdictional wetlandislocated east of TH 95 and west of Highway 16/Chisago St.
Discussionswith the Corps of Engineers (COE) determinedthat thiswetland is directly
connectedwith the St. Croix River and thereforeany impacts associated with the
proposed project would need to be addressed in the application to the COE. Wetland
delineationswere conducted in September 2007 and a delineation memo was provided to
the COE. Theeastern and western wetland boundariesareidentified on Figures5 and 6.
Thereare no wetlands on the Wisconsinside of theriver crossing; thetwo polesonthe
Wisconsinsidewill be placed inthe existing paved | ot of the St. Croix Falls Substation
and within the substation.

Figures 7 and 8 show the plan and profileview of thiscrossing, from TH 95 to the S.
Croix Falls Substation. Figure 9 showsthe proposed structurelocationson an aeria
photo. Figure 7 showsthe locations of the existing and proposed structures, aswell as
the delineated boundaries of the wetland located between TH 95 and Highway
16/Chisago S. Asshownon Figure8, Structures 31 and 32 are proposedto be
constructedin wetland and thelowest point of the transmission line conductorswill be
approximately 43 feet over thehighwater level of the St. Croix River; thisis7.7 feet
higher than the existing lowest point of the transmission line conductorsthat currently
crosstheriver and 23.7 feet abovethe existing distribution linesthat crosstheriver,
whichwill beremoved dueto the project.

Congruction methods

No constructionactivitieswill occur withintheriver itself. Constructionactivities at the
locationsof the poleswill include use of drilling equipment, cranesand bucket trucks.
The 3-pole transition structure (Structure 31) will beinstalled on 6.5-foot diameter, 30-
foot deep drilled concrete pier foundations. The H-frame structures (Structures 32
through 36) will beingalled bv direct-embedmentin Class5 rock. Construction
methodology for the direct embedded structuresinvolves using an auger to remove soil
and rock materia for thefoundations. The polesare placed in the augered hole and the
annular spacefilled with gravel. Any excessmaterial will be hauled off-site. In order to
minimize disturbance associated with pole removal, existing structureswithinthe
wetland will be cut off at ground level, and the above-ground portion will be removed
fromthesite.

I n accordance with the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency's National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination genera permit, the Applicant will preparea scorm water pollution
prevention plan (SWPPP) prior to beginning construction. The SWPPPwill contain all
the required informationto be employed during constructionto protect topsoil and




adjacent water resources, andto minimize soil erosionand trap it beforeit reaches
surface water resources. Xcel Energy construction crews or an Xcel Energy contractor
will comply withlocal, state, National Electrical Safety Code (NESC) and Xcel Energy
standardsregarding clearanceto ground, clearanceto crossing utilities, clearanceto
buildings, ROW widths, erection of power polesand stringing of transmissionline
conductors.

Xcel Energy will minimizetree felling and shrub remova near the St. Croix River by
removingonly treesthat would impact the safe operation of thefacility. Areasdisturbed
dueto construction activitieswould be restored to pre-constructioncontours. Reseeding
will occur inatimely manner using a seed mix certifiedto be free of noxious weeds.
Final seed mixeswill be coordinatedwith thelandowner.

Environmental Imnacts and Mitigation

Structure 31 would require approximeately 118 squarefeet of permanent wetlandfill.
Thisincludesthe areafor thethree structurefoundations (eachwith a 6.5 foot diameter)
aswell asan approximately 2 foot by 3 foot concrete duct bank on thewest side of eech
structure, housing the conductors. Figure2, Section B-B showsthe crosssection of the
foundation and duct bank for Structure 31. Thetota fill volume placed withinthe
wetland for the structurefoundationswill be approximately 110 cubic yards.

A small areaof temporary wetland impact associated with construction of the
underground to overhead transition will occur on the east side of Highway 95. This
constructionwill require placement of equipment inthe wetland fringe, adirectional bore
and asmall excavation. Any excavated soil will be contained in accordance withthe
SWPPP, and storage of excavated soil withinwetland boundaries will be minimized to
the extent feasible. Restoration of any temporary wetland disturbancewill consist of
replacingexcavated wetland soils, grading to pre-construction contours, seeding witha
wetland seed mix and finishing with erosion control blankets.

Structure32 wouldrequire25 squarefeet of permanent wetlandfill (theareaof thetwo
structurefoundations). Thetota fill volume placed within the wetland for the structure
foundation will be approximately 10 cubic yards.

Swanflight diverterswill be installed on the shieldwires acrossthe St. Croix River
crossing to minimize conflictswith avian movement.

During construction, limited ground disturbance (approximeately 2,000 square feet per
replaced structure) at the structuresitesmay occur. Temporary impactsassociated with
constructionwill be minimized through use of best management practices. Specific
practicesthat may be implementedincludetiming of work to occur during dry periodsor
winter and the use of congtruction matsto minimize vegetation and ground disturbance.
Staging areasfor temporary storage of materials and equipment, as required for the
project, will be established away from theriver. Disturbed areas will berestored to their
original condition to the maximumextent practicable. Post-construction reclamation




activitieswill includeremoving and disposing of debris and employing appropriate
erosion control measuresto prevent sediment fiom reachingtherivers.

Block 19. PROJECT PURPOSE

Today, the Chisago County-Polk County-northern\Washington County areais served by a
69-kilovolt (kV) transmissionsystem. Thisportion of theelectric grid is powered from
three sources. the Chisago County substation near North Branch, MN, the Arden Hills
substationin Arden Hills, MN, and the Apple River substation north of Amery, WI. Xcd
Energy and Dairyland Power designtheir el ectrictransmission system so that if any one
of those power sourcesis interrupted, customerscan still be served from the remaining
two. However, electric demand in thisarea has grown to the point wherethat is no longer
the case. Today, if any one of the power sourcesis interrupted, Some customerswill see
power outages or low-voltage conditions. Low voltage can damage equipment such as
motors and ar conditioners.

To improveedectricreiability to thelevel our customersrequire, Xcel Energy and
Dairyland Power proposeto upgrade partsof thissystemto the next level of transmission
voltage. Upgrading of 69 kV linesto 115 kV or 161 kV ispart of the normal evolution of
the transmissionsystem. As population and electric use grow, 69 kV linesmust be
upgraded to the next level of voltageto maintainreliability standards. In Minnesota, 69
kV and 115kV arethe customary |oad-servingtransmission voltages, in Wisconsin, 69
kV and 161 kV arethe customary load-servingtransmission voltages.

Proiect Alter natives

Xcel Energy considered various dternativesincluding a new 230 kV line and rebuilding
the existing 69 kV line. Buildinga separatetransmission line wasrejected becauseit did
not seem advisableto construct an entirely new line along a different right-of-way when
anexistingliie wasavailable; additionaly, it would add fivenew conductors/shield
wiresat the &. Croix River Crossing. Xcel Energy has designed the lineto minimize as
feasiblethe number of structuresin the wetland between TH 95 and Chisago St./Highway
16. Dueto thelocation of MinnesotaDepartment of Transportation(MnDOT) right of
way east of TH 95, which isadjacent to the wetland boundary (Figures7 and 9), it was
not possibleto placethe transition structure, Structure 31, out of the wetland. Moving
Structure31 west into the MrDOT right of way would necessitatemoving thetransition
structure uphill, which would increaseitstop eevation, increasingitsvisibility and going
against the generad commitmentsmade in the Route Permit to minimizethe visibility of
therebuilt line. Additionaly, placing the structurein MnDQOT right of way hasthe
potential to result in future wetland impactsif MnDOT requiresXcd Energy to movethe
structure out of their right of way. The No Build alternativewould not addressthe
reliability concernsfor theregion.

Proiect Schedule
Xcel Energy anticipatesstarting constructionspring 2010, after obtaining all required
permits. The company anticipatesthe constructionwill take approximately oneyear and




that theentirelinewill beenergizedto 115 kV and 161 kV sometimeinthefirst haf o
2011.

Block 20. REASONSFOR DISCHARGE

Asdiscussedabovein the Project Alternativesand in Block 18, Xcel Energy isproposing
to congtruct aong the existing right-of-way to minimizethe number of wiresat the St.
Croix River Crossingand to minimizevisual impacts on the bluff. Thefill inthewetland
between TH 95 and Highway 16 will beto support two structures. one 3-pole
underground to overhead transition structure(Structure 31) and one two-poleH-Frame
transmissionlinestructure (Structure 32).

Block2l. 'TYPE OF MATERIAL BEING DISCHARGEDAND AMOUNT

By following theexisting right-of-way, the route crosses a wetland between TH 95 and
Highway 16. As such, wetland fill will be required for Structure 32. Please seethe
summary of materialsand amount summarizedin thetable below:

Tablel Summary of Wetland Pill

Structure Material Amount Surface Area’

32 Class5 rock 10 cubic yards 25 squarefeet

'Surface areaisthe areaof thefoundationsat grade.
Block 22. SURFACEAREA OF WETLANDSFILLED

TheH-frame structure (structure32) will bedirectly embedded into the ground. Direct
embeddingwill requireahole 10.5 feet deep and 4 feet in diameter that isaugered. The
hole is then partially filled with crushed rock and the poleis set on top of the rock base.
The areaaroundthe poleis then backfilled with crushed rock and/or soil. Construction
mats are also placed in wet or soft soil locations and narrow ditchesto minimize
disturbances. These mats can aso provide accessto sensitive areas during timeswhenthe
groundis not frozen to minimizeimpactsat thesite.

Oncethe structures are s, holes are back-filled with the excavated material, native soil
or crushed rock. In poor soil conditions, a galvanized steel culvert is sometimesinstalled
verticalywith the structureset inside. Al excesssoil will beremoved from the wetland
areaand disposed of off sitein non-wetland aress.

Block 25. INFORMATIONABOUT APPROVALS OR DENIALSBY OTHER
AGENCIES

Table2 lists other permitsand/or approvalsthat are being applied for as part of the
Project. Aspart of the MinnesotaRoute Permit process, Xcel coordinatedwith the
National Park Service(INPS) regarding the St. Croix River Crossng. This portionof the




river isdesignated asthe &. Croix National ScenicRiverway (Riverway). The . Croix
River's scenic and recreational qualitiesareone of the primary factorsinitsinclusonin
the WSR Act. The WSR Act requiresmanagement agenciesto protect and enhancethe
vauesthat caused themto be digiblefor inclusionin the National Wild and Scenic
RiversSysem. TheNPS managesthe Upper Riverway and the NPS, Minnesota
Department of Natural Resources(MnDNR) and Wisconsn DNR jointly managethe
Lower Riverway. TheLower St. Croix River is protected in Minnesotaunder the WSR
Act of 1968 and the MinnesotaWild and Scenic Rivers Act, specifically theLower S
Croix Wild and Scenic River Act (MinnesotaStatutes§ 103F.351) Theroutecrossesthe
Lower St. Croix Riverway, and theriver ismanaged as arecreationd river at thispoint.
Althoughit isadministered by the NPS and the MnDNR, theRiverway IS not a state or
national park. Impactsto the visua character of the &. Croix River will be avoided by
utilizing an existing crossing location and reducing the number of lines crossing theriver.

Additionally, the viewshed will beimproved by thefact that thetransmissonlinewill be
buried fromthetop of thewest bluffto TH 95. Thereare currently two parale cleared
corridors approximately 100 feet gpart that cut throughthe wooded bluff dope. Where
the existing transmission and distribution lines currently sharethe southern cleared
corridor, the existing transmission linewill be replaced with the new underground
transmissionline, and the distribution will be buried from thetop of the bluff to HWY
95. Sincethe undergroundtransmissionline will be installed inthe southern corridor,
sometree clearing for construction will be required in addition to a permanent corridor
free of treesat ground level abovethe buried transmissionline.

Inthelongterm, it is expected that the tree canopy will completely fill in the northern
cut and the southern cut will substantialy fill in despitethe need to keep the ground level
clear of woody vegetation. Through coordination with the NPS and DNR throughout the
route permit process, the mitigation measuresdescribed above were found by these
agenciesto be an overall improvementto the scenic qualities of theriver at thislocation.
TheNPS sent aletter to the MinnesotaDepartment of Commerce, approvingthe
proposed river crossing plans.




Jurisdiction

Table 2. List of Permits

Type of Approval

Status

Local i&ﬁprox;éls
Chisago County Utility Permit i’ending
City of Taylor alls Dtiveway Permit Pending
Minnesota:State Approvals
MN Public Utilities Commission Certificate of Need pproved
MIN Public Utilities Cominission Route Permit \Apptoved
MIN DNR — Lands and Minerals License to Cross Public Waters Pending
MN DNR — Lands and Minerals Public Water Works Permit Pending
Mn/DOT Utlity Permit (Highway Crossing) Pending
MPCA NPDES Permit Pending
‘Federal’Approvals
US Army Crops of Engineers Section 10 Permit (Navigation) ending
US Army Cotps of Engineers Section 404 Approval (Fill in wetlands) ending
' . Wisconsin:State-Approvals :
Public Service Commission of WI Certificate of Public Convenience & Necessity \Approved
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PLS-CADD DRAWING

IN THE PERFORMANCE OF THEIR JOB'S. YOUR PERSONAL
SAFETY IS PROVIDED FOR BY USING SAFETY PRACTICES,

THIS MAP/DOCUMENT IS A TOOL TO ASSIST EMPLOYEES
PROCEDURES AND EQUIPMENT AS DESCRIBED IN THE
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SAFETY TRAINING PROGRAMS, MANUALS AND SPAR'S
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Legend

@ Proposed Structures
Proposed Transmission Line
mmw 161 kV Overhead
m==rs 161 kV Underground

e Delineated Wetland Edge

Figure 9
Proposed Structure Locations @ Xcel Energy
500 Feet ~ Chisago County to Apple River Transmission Line

[ Section 10 Permit Application
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