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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

A.T. Rusty Stafne 
Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes of the Fort Peck Reservation 
501 Medicine Bear Road 
PO Box 1027 
Poplar, MT 59255 

Dear Chairperson Stafne:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
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use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 
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DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Darrell "Curley" Youpee 
Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes of the Fort Peck Reservation 
501 Medicine Bear Road 
PO Box 1027 
Poplar, MT 59255 

Dear Mr. Youpee:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
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use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 
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DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Edith Leoso 
Bad River Band of the Lake Superior Tribe of Chippewa Indians of the Bad Ri 
PO Box 39 
Odanah, WI 54861 

Dear Ms. Leoso:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Michael Wiggins, Jr. 
Bad River Band of the Lake Superior Tribe of Chippewa Indians of the Bad Ri 
Chief Blackird Center, 72682 Maple Street 
Odanah, WI 54861 

Dear Chairperson Wiggins, Jr.:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Bill Latady 
Bois Forte Band of Chippewa Indians 
1500 Bois Forte Road 
Tower, MN 55790 

Dear Mr. Latady:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands

A-17



Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Kevin Leecy 
Bois Forte Band of Chippewa Indians 
5344 Lakeshore Drive 
PO Box 16 
Nett Lake, MN 55772 

Dear Chairperson Leecy:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 

A-18



use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 
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DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Dave Larson 
Bois Forte Tribal Government-Nett Lake 
2364 Indian Service Road 9 
Nett Lake, MN 55772 

Dear Mr. Larson:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Kevin Keckler 
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe 
2001 N. Main Street 
Eagle Butte, SD 57625 

Dear Chairperson Keckler:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Steve Vance 
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe 
PO Box 590 
Eagle Butte, SD 57625 

Dear Mr. Vance:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Brandon Sazue, Sr. 
Crow Creek Sioux Tribe of the Crow Creek Reservation 
100 Drifting Goose Street 
Fort Thompson, SD 57339 

Dear Chairperson Sazue, Sr.:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Anthony Reider 
Flandreau Santee Sioux Tribe of South Dakota 
603 West Broad Avenue 
Flandreau, SD 57028 

Dear President Reider:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

James B. Weston 
Flandreau Santee Sioux Tribe of South Dakota 
PO Box 285 
Flandreau, SD 57028 

Dear Mr. Weston:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Sean Copeland 
Fond du Lac Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 
1720 Big Lake Road 
Cloquet, MN 55720 

Dear Mr. Copeland:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

LeRoy Defoe 
Fond du Lac Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 
1720 Big Lake Road 
Cloquet, MN 55720 

Dear Mr. Defoe:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Karen Diver 
Fond du Lac Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 
Found du Lac Center,
1720 Big Lake Road 
Cloquet, MN 55720 

Dear Chairperson Diver:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
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use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 
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DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Melissa Cook 
Forest County Potawatomi Community WI 
8130 Mishkoswen Drive, PO Box 340 
Crandon, WI 54520 

Dear Ms. Cook:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Harold Frank 
Forest County Potawatomi Community WI 
5416 Everybody's Road 
Crandon, WI 54520 

Dear Chairperson Frank:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Mary Ann Gagnon 
Grand Portage Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 
PO BOX 428 
Grand Portage, MN 55605 

Dear Ms. Gagnon:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Kenneth Meshigaud 
Hannahville Indian Community Michigan 
N14911 Hannahville B1 Rd. 
Wilson, MI 49896 

Dear Chairperson Meshigaud:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Warren Schwartz Jr. 
Keweenaw Bay Indian Community Michigan 
16429 Beartown Road 
Baraga, MI 49908 

Dear President Schwartz Jr.:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Michael "Mic" Isham 
Lac Courte Orilles Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians of Wisconsin 
13394 West Trepania Road 
Building #1 
Hayward, WI 13394 

Dear Chairman Isham:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
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use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

A-64



DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Thomas Maulson 
Lac du Flambeau Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians of the Lac du Flambe 
418 Little Pines Road 
Lac du Flambeau, WI 54538 

Dear President Maulson:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Melinda Young 
Lac du Flambeau Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians of the Lac du Flambe 
PO Box 67 
Lac du Flambeau, WI 54538 

Dear Ms. Young:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 

A-69



approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 

A-70



permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

James Williams Jr. 
Lac Vieux Desert Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians Michigan 
 East Pow Wow Trail Road 
PO Box 249 
Watersmeet, MI 49969 

Dear Chairperson Williams Jr.:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
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use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 
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DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Gina Lemon 
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 
115 6th Street NW 
Suite E 
Cass Lake, MN 56633 

Dear Ms. Lemon:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 

A-75



use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 
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DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Carrie Jones 
Leech Lake Band of the Minnesota Chippewa Tribe MN 
115 6th Street NW 
Suite E 
Cass Lake, MN 56633 

Dear Chairwoman Jones:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
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use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 
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DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Robbie M. Howe-Bebeau 
Leech Lake Reservation 
6530 US Highway 2 NW 
Cass Lake, MN 56633 

Dear Representative Howe-Bebeau:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Arthur Rose 
Leech Lake Reservation 
6530 US Highway 2 NW 
Cass Lake, MN 56633 

Dear Chairman Rose:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Steve White 
Leech Lake Reservation 
6530 US Highway 2 NW 
Cass Lake, MN 56633 

Dear Representative White:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Eugene Whitebird 
Leech Lake Reservation 
6530 US Highway 2 NW 
Cass Lake, MN 56633 

Dear Representative Whitebird:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Michael Jandreau 
Lower Brule Sioux Tribe of the Lower Brule Reservation 
187 Oyate Circle 
Lower Brule, SD 57548 

Dear Chairperson Jandreau:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Grace  Goldtooth-Campos 
Lower Sioux Indian Community of Minnesota 
32469 County Highway 2 
Morton, MN 56270 

Dear Ms. Goldtooth-Campos:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Denny Prescott 
Lower Sioux Indian Community of Minnesota 
39527 Res. Highway 1 
PO Box 308 
Morton, MN 56270 

Dear President Prescott:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
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use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

A-100



DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Natalie Weyaus 
Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe MN 
43408 Oodena Drive 
Onamia, MN 56359 

Dear Ms. Weyaus:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Melanie Benjamin 
Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe MN 
43408 Oodena Drive 
Onamia, MN 56359 

Dear Chief Executive Benjamin:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Norman Deschampe 
Minnesota Chippewa Tribe MN 
15542 State 371 NW 
PO Box 217 
Cass Lake, MN 56633 

Dear President Deschampe:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
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use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 
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DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Wilmer Mesteth 
Oglala Sioux Tribal Council of the Pine Ridge Reservation 
PO Box 419 
Pine Ridge, SD 57770 

Dear Mr. Mesteth:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Bryan Brewer 
Oglala Sioux Tribal Council of the Pine Ridge Reservation 
Highway 18 Main Street 
Pine Ridge, SD 57770 

Dear President Brewer:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 

A-115



permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Audrey Bennett, NAGPRA 
Prairie Island Indian Community in the State of Minnesota 
5636 Sturgeon Lake Road 
Welch, MN 55809 

Dear Ms. Bennett:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Whitney White 
Prairie Island Indian Community in the State of Minnesota 
5636 Sturgeon Lake Road 
Welch, MN 55089 

Dear Ms. White:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Johnny Johnson 
Prairie Island Indian Community in the State of Minnesota 
5636 Sturgeon Lake Road 
Welch, MN 55089 

Dear President Johnson:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 

A-123



approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Larry Balber 
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians WI 
88385 Pike Road Highway 13 
Bayfield, WI 54814 

Dear Mr. Balber:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Rosemary Soulier 
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians WI 
88385 Pike Road Highway 13 
Bayfield, WI 54814 

Dear Chairperson Soulier:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Kathryn Beauleiu 
Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indians Minnesota 
PO Box 297 
Red Lake, MN 56671 

Dear Ms. Beauleiu:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Floyd Jourdain 
Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indians, Minnesota 
Highway 1 East, 24200 Council St 
Red Lake, MN 56671 

Dear Chairman Jourdain:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Cyril  Scott 
Rosebud Sioux Tribe of the Rosebud Indian Reservation 
11 Legion Avenue 
Rosebud, SD 57570 

Dear President Scott:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Russell Eagle Bear 
Rosebud Sioux Tribe of the Rosebud Indian Reservation 
PO Box 809 
Rosebud, SD 57470 

Dear Mr. Eagle Bear:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Richard Thomas 
Santee Sioux of Nebraska 
108 Spirit Avenue West 
Niobrara, NE 68760 

Dear Mr. Thomas:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Roger Trudell 
Santee Sioux of Nebraska 
108 Spirit Ave West 
Niobrara, NE 68760 

Dear Chairperson Trudell:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Charles  Vig 
Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community MN 
2330 Sioux Trail NW 
Prior Lake, MN 55372 

Dear Chairman Vig:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Diane Desrosier 
Sisseton- Wahpeton Oyate of the Lake Traverse Reservation 
PO Box 907 
Sisseton, SD 57262 

Dear Ms. Desrosier:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Robert Shepherd 
Sisseton- Wahpeton Oyate of the Lake Traverse Reservation 
100 Veterans Memorial Drive 
Agency Village, SD 57262 

Dear Chairperson Shepherd:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Chris McGeshick 
Sokaogon Chippewa Community WI 
3051 Sand Lake Rd. 
Crandon, WI 54520 

Dear Chairperson McGeshick:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Roger Yankton, Sr. 
Spirit Lake Tribe North Dakota 
816 3rd Avenue North 
Fort Totten, ND 58335 

Dear Chairperson Yankton, Sr.:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Darrell Smith 
Spirit Lake Tribe North Dakota 
PO Box 475 
Fort Totten, ND 58335 

Dear Mr. Smith:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Waste'Win Young 
Standing Rock Sioux Tribe 
PO Box D 
Fort Yates, ND 58538 

Dear Mr. Young:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Charles Murphy 
Standing Rock Sioux Tribe 
North Standing Rock Avenue, Building 1 
Fort Yates, ND 58538 

Dear Chairperson Murphy:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Elgin Crows Breast 
Mandan, Hidatso & Arikara Nation 
404 Frontage Road 
New Town, ND 58763 

Dear Mr. Crows Breast:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 

A-174



approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Tex  Hall 
Three Affiliated Tribes of the Fort Berthold Reservation 
404 Frontage Road 
New Town, ND 58763 

Dear Chairperson Hall:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa 
PO Box 900 
Belcourt, ND 58316 

Dear Sir or Madam,  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Merle St. Clair 
Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa 
PO Box 900 
Belcourt, ND 58316 

Dear Chairperson St. Clair:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Kevin Jensvold 
Upper Sioux Community of Minnesota 
5738 Highway 67 East 
PO Box 147 
Granite Falls, MN 56241 

Dear Chairperson Jensvold:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
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use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 
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DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Marlow LaBatte 
Upper Sioux Community of Minnesota 
PO Box 147 
Granite Falls, MN 56241 

Dear Mr./Ms. LaBatte:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Dennis Gill 
Wahpekute Band of Dakota 
3322 Gill Road 
Waubay, SD 57501 

Dear Dennis Gill:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 

A-192



approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands

A-194



Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Renee Lampi 
White Earth Band of MN Chippewa Tribe MN 
PO Box 418 
White Earth, MN 56591 

Dear Ms. Lampi:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Erma Vizenor 
White Earth Band of MN Chippewa Tribe MN 
5500 Eagle View Road 
White Earth, MN 56591 

Dear Chairperson Vizenor:  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Robert Flying Hawk 
Yankton Sioux Tribe 
P.O. Box 1153 
Wagner, SD 57380 

Dear Chairperson Flying Hawk:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Thurman  Cournoyer 
Yankton Sioux Tribe 
 800 Main Avenue SW 
Wagner, SD 57380 

Dear Chairperson Cournoyer:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
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approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
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permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Dear Sir or Madam,  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
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Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
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Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Dear Sir or Madam,  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
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Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 

A-211



Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

June 27, 2014 

RE:  Great Northern Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact Statement 
        (DOE/EIS-0499) – Tribal Consultation 

Dear Sir or Madam,  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is initiating the consultation process on 
a proposed undertaking to determine any potential adverse effects on Tribal properties of 
traditional religious and cultural significance.  DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA 
concurrently with the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969.  As a part of its NEPA analysis, DOE is 
conducting public scoping for this proposed project.  A copy of the Department’s Notice of 
Intent for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (79 FR 36493; July 27, 2014) 
(GNTL EIS) containing information specific to the public scoping meetings is included with this 
letter.

DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) is responding to Minnesota 
Power’s application for a Presidential permit for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.  Executive Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O.12038, 
requires that a Presidential permit be issued by DOE before electric transmission facilities may 
be constructed, operated, maintained, or connected at the U.S. international border.  The 
potential issuance of a Presidential permit for the proposed GNTL Project would authorize 
Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
alternating current (AC) transmission line across the U.S.-Canadian border.   

The proposed GNTL Project would cross the international border between the Province of 
Manitoba and the State of Minnesota, northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and would terminate at 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The proposed 
transmission line would be located on all new right-of-way that would be approximately 200-feet 
wide.  Steel lattice tower structure types and configurations would be considered for the 
proposed GNTL Project with approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with 
towers spaced roughly 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary.  The 
type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land 
use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground.  The proposed 
GNTL Project also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
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Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 
500 kV Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent 
to and east of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.

Minnesota Power has proposed two alternative routes, with one route segment variation 
identified for each alternative route, which they identify as the “Blue Route,” the “Orange 
Route,” the “Segment C2,” and the “Segment J2,” respectively.  The enclosed map shows the 
alternative routes, route segments, and the locations of nearby tribal lands.  As proposed, neither 
route alternatives nor alternative route segments would cross tribal reservation lands; however, 
each route could have the potential to effect cultural resources of significance to your tribe.   

The Minnesota Power application, including associated maps and drawings, can be viewed and 
downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
program Web site at: http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-
no-pp-398-great-northern-transmission-line.  Scroll down to docket number PP-398 on this page 
to access this information.  Information specific to cultural resources that was provided to the 
Department as part of the Minnesota Power application can be found in “Appendix G – Cultural 
Resource Report” of the application. 

The Department is preparing the GNTL EIS in accordance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508), and the DOE NEPA 
implementing regulations (10 CFR Part 1021), with the Army Corps of Engineers - St. Paul 
District (Department of the Defense), as cooperating agency.  The EIS will be a joint Federal-
State document with Minnesota Department of Commerce acting as state co-lead.   

The EIS will describe all potential impacts of the proposed project on the environment and will 
identify possible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate those impacts.  The EIS will 
describe the potentially affected environment and the impacts that could result to: 

Land Use and Recreation 
Visual Resources 
Water Use and Water Quality 
Surface Water Features including Rivers, Floodplains, and Wetlands 
Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation, including protected Critical Habitat 
Socioeconomics  
Historic and Cultural Resources 
Soils and Mineral Resources 
Human Health and Safety 
Air Quality
Construction-related Impacts, including Road Clearing, Traffic, and Noise 

DOE has also determined that its response to Minnesota Power’s application for the Presidential 
permit is a “federal undertaking” under the Section 106 of the NHPA, and is inviting you to 
participate as a consulting party in this process by providing information to aid in the preparation 
of the EIS and to meet DOE’s obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
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Preservation Act, as well as the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have regarding 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information you could share 
with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns.  Of particular interest would be mitigation 
measures you would propose for construction projects that could affect cultural properties that 
you consider important.  If available, we would welcome information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any traditional cultural properties or 
other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in the proposed project area.  Please 
respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter to ensure DOE can promptly begin to address 
your comments or concerns and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Department would also like to extend an invitation to you to meet with DOE senior staff in 
person on two dates in the month of July in order to formally initiate government-to-government 
consultations between the Department and your tribe regarding this federal undertaking.  We 
have made the following arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the 
proposed GNTL Project area expressly for this purpose: 

Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy. 89,
Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm;  
Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer 
River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you, or your staff, have any questions or concerns about 
the project, the EIS, or the above proposed tribal consultation meetings.  The primary point of 
contact for this effort is me, Julie Ann Smith, Federal Document Manager.  I may be reached at 
202-586-7668, or by email at juliea.smith@hq.doe.gov.  We look forward to consulting with you 
in this review effort. 

Sincerely,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Federal Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability

Enclosed:
GNTL Notice of Intent 
GNTL Alternatives Map with Tribal lands
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From: Edith Leoso [mailto:THPO@badriver-nsn.gov]
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 05:18 PM Eastern Standard Time
To: Smith, Julie A (OE)
Subject: RE: Great Northern Transmission Line Project, Tribal Consultation meetings
reminder and update

Dear Ms. Smith,

Thank-you for the invitation to consult. I will be in attendance at the above referenced
meeting and look forward to assisting your agency in their efforts to comply with Section
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. If a meeting agenda is available, please
forward it at your convenience.

Miigwech (Thank-you),

Edith Leoso, THPO
Bad River Band of the Lake Superior Tribe of the Chippewa

From: Smith, Julie A (OE) [mailto:JulieA.Smith@hq.doe.gov]
Sent: Thursday, July 10, 2014 5:55 PM
Cc: Jackson, Lamont
Subject: Great Northern Transmission Line Project, Tribal Consultation meetings
reminder and update
Importance: High

Dear Honorable Leader:

This email is in follow up to our June 27, 2014, letter inviting you and your tribe to
formally consult with DOE under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
regarding Minnesota Power’s application to DOE for a Presidential permit, which would
authorize Minnesota Power to construct an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-
circuit 500 kV alternating current (AC) transmission line between the U.S.-Canadian
border. DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) received
Minnesota Power’s application for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line
(GNTL) Project on April 15, 2014.

I and other DOE senior staff will be available on two dates this month to meet with you
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in person in order to formally initiate government-to-government consultations regarding
this federal undertaking under Section 106 of the NHPA. The Department has made
arrangements for two tribal-only consultation meetings within the proposed GNTL
Project area expressly for this purpose at the following:

• Tuesday, July 15, 2014; Seven Clans Red Lake Casino, 10200 Hwy.
89, Red Lake, MN, 56671; 12:00 pm.

• Tuesday, July 22, 2014; White Oak Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue
NW, Deer River, MN, 56636; 12:00 pm.

We would very much like to hear from you about any concerns or issues you may have
regarding the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project, and any information
you could share with us regarding possible cultural resource concerns. Of particular
interest would be mitigation measures you would propose for construction projects that
could affect cultural properties that you consider important. If available, we would very
much welcome your participation in the above scheduled meeting locations. Minnesota
Power is willing to provide expense reimbursement for these Section 106 Tribal
consultation meetings, and the necessary reimbursement forms will be provided at the
meetings for these purposes.

I would also like to inform you ahead of these consultation meetings of the DOE’s
intention to have a contractor staff member present at the tribal consultation meetings
only for purposes of taking meeting notes for our record. As a non-sovereign entity, this
scribe would not participate in any way in the government-to-government consultation
discussion. If you are uncomfortable or do not wish to have this assisting staff present
for any reason, please let me know and alternative arrangements will be made for note-
taking.

I very much look forward to meeting you in the next couple of weeks in northern
Minnesota.

Sincerely – Julie Ann

Julie Ann Smith, PhD
Electricity Policy Analyst
National Electricity Delivery Division (OE-20)
U.S. Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue SW
Washington, DC 20590
Office: 202-586-7668
BB: 240-252-0332

Message scanned by the Symantec Email Security service. If you suspect that this
email is actually spam, please send it as an ATTACHMENT to
spamsample@messagelabs.com
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On July 17, 2014 at 6:57 PM "Smith, Julie A (OE)" <JulieA.Smith@hq.doe.gov> wrote:

Good day, Mr. Fisher. I am so pleased that you are interested in and willing to
participate in our Section 106 Tribal consultation on the Great Northern project. Our
next consultation meeting will be held on Tuesday, July 22nd at 12 (noon) at White Oak
Inn and Suites, 201 4th Avenue NW, Deer River, MN, 56636. Minnesota Power has
offered to reimburse your travel expenses and the necessary paperwork will be
provided at the meeting. Please let me know if you need and further information. I am
looking forward to our conversation and learning about your Tribal culture, history, and
traditional resources. Thank you for your help in this matter - Julie

From: Conrad Fisher [mailto:conrad.fisher@cheyennenation.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 06:32 PM Eastern Standard Time
To: Smith, Julie A (OE)
Subject: Presidential Permit on Minnesota Transmission line

Dear Ms. Smith:
The Northern Cheyenne Tribe of Montana is interested in participation in the
consultation process regarding the Presidential Permit of a transmission line in
Minnesota. We are originally from the Minnesota Wisconsin area and definitely have
ancestry lands there. If you could email me the next consultation I would really
appreciate it. My phone number is 406-477-4839. Thank you.

Message scanned by the Symantec Email Security service. If you suspect that this
email is actually spam, please send it as an ATTACHMENT to
spamsample@messagelabs.com
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From: Dianne Desrosiers [mailto:DianneD@SWO-NSN.GOV]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 5:41 PM
To: Smith, Julie A (OE)
Subject: Great Northern Trans Project.

Good afternoon,

I am the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer for the Sisseton Wahpeton Oyate in NE
South Dakota. We are interested in the consultation meeting which is taking place in
Deer River Mn. I am planning to send 2 of my staff to this important meeting. The
Transmission line route encompasses areas which are of importance to the Sisseton
Wahpeton Oyate as these are, our aboriginal lands. My staff will be driving up on
Monday and spending the night to attend the meeting on Tuesday as it is 550 miles.
Will travel reimbursements be made available? Just would like to know in advance. We
will plan to be in on Monday evening. Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Dianne Desrosiers
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Sisseton Wahpeton Oyate
P.O. Box 907
Sisseton, SD 57262
(605) 698-3584 office

"Every part of this Earth is sacred to my people. We are part
of the earth and it is part of us".-Chief Seattle,1854

Message scanned by the Symantec Email Security service. If you suspect that this
email is actually spam, please send it as an ATTACHMENT to
spamsample@messagelabs.com
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From: Terence Clouthier
Sent: Monday, July 21, 2014 8:39 AM
To: 'julieasmith@hq.doe.gov'
Cc: Waste'Win Young (wyoung@standingrock.org)
Subject: Great Northern Transmission Line Project

Good Morning Julie,

The Standing Rock Sioux Tribe Tribal Historic Preservation Office would like to consult
with your agency on this project. Unfortunately, our office is unable to attend the
meeting on July 22, 2014 due to previous commitments however we would like any
notes that are taken for this meeting including any discussions for addressing tribal
concerns for sites of tribal significance and any recommendations made.
Our office can be reached at (701) 854-2120 or emailed at Waste’Win Young (
wyoung@standingrock.org) and Terry Clouthier (tclouthier@standingrock.org).

We look forward to consulting with your agency on this project.

Thank you for considering our traditional and sacred sites in your agency decision
making process.

Sincerely,
Standing Rock Sioux Tribe

Terry Clouthier
Tribal Archaeologist

Message scanned by the Symantec Email Security service. If you suspect that this
email is actually spam, please send it as an ATTACHMENT to
spamsample@messagelabs.com
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

A.T. Rusty Stafne 
Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes of the Fort Peck Reservation 
501 Medicine Bear Road 
PO Box 1027 
Poplar, MT 59255 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman Stafne, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes of the Fort Peck 
Reservation is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Darrell "Curley" Youpee 
Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes of the Fort Peck Reservation 
501 Medicine Bear Road 
PO Box 1027 
Poplar, MT 59255 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Darrell "Curley" Youpee, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes of the Fort Peck 
Reservation is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Edith Leoso 
Bad River Band of the Lake Superior Tribe of Chippewa   
1 Maple Lane 
PO Box 39 
Odanah, WI 54861 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Edith Leoso, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Bad River Band of the Lake Superior Tribe of 
Chippewa is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Mike Wiggins, Jr. 
Bad River Band of the Lake Superior Tribe of Chippewa  
1 Maple Lane 
PO Box 39 
Odanah, WI 54861 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear ChairmanWiggins, Jr., 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Bad River Band of the Lake Superior Tribe of 
Chippewa is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

William Latady 
Bois Forte Band of Chippewa 
1500 Bois Forte Road 
Tower, MN 55790 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Latady, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Bois Forte Band of Chippewa is aware that the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 
CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Kevin Leecy 
Bois Forte Band of Chippewa 
PO Box 16 
Nett Lake, MN 55772 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman Leecy, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Bois Forte Band of Chippewa is aware that the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 
CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Dave Larson 
Bois Forte Tribal Government-Nett Lake 
2364 Indian Service Road 9 
Nett Lake, MN 55772 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Mr. Larson, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Bois Forte Tribal Government-Nett Lake is aware that 
the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed 
Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on 
historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) 
and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Harold Frazier 
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe 
PO Box 590 
2001 Main Street 
Eagle Butte, SD 57625 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman Frazier, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe is aware that the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 
CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Steven Vance 
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe 
PO Box 590 
Eagle Butte, SD 57625 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Vance, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe is aware that the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 
CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Roxanne Sazue 
Crow Creek Sioux Tribe 
PO Box 50 
Fort Thompson, SD 57339 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairwoman Sazue, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Crow Creek Sioux Tribe is aware that the Department 
of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties 
pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by 
Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Darrell Zephier 
Crow Creek Sioux Tribe 
PO Box 50 
Fort Thompson, SD 57339 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Zephier, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Crow Creek Sioux Tribe is aware that the Department 
of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties 
pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by 
Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Anthony Rider 
Flandreau Santee Sioux Tribe of South Dakota 
PO Box 283 
603 W. Broad Avenue 
Flandreau, SD 57028 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear President Rider, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Flandreau Santee Sioux Tribe of South Dakota is aware 
that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Sam Allen, Sr. 
Flandreau Santee Sioux Tribe of South Dakota 
PO Box 285 
Flandreau, SD 57028 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Allen, Sr., 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Flandreau Santee Sioux Tribe of South Dakota is aware 
that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Sean Copeland 
Fond du Lac Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 
1720 Big Lake Road 
Cloquet, MN 55720 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Mr. Copeland, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Fond du Lac Band of Lake Superior Chippewa is aware 
that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Leah Savage 
Fond du Lac Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 
1720 Big Lake Road 
Cloquet, MN 55720 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Savage, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Fond du Lac Band of Lake Superior Chippewa is aware 
that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Karen Diver 
Fond du Lac Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 
1720 Big Lake Road 
Cloquet, MN 55720 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairwoman Diver, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Fond du Lac Band of Lake Superior Chippewa is aware 
that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Melissa Cook 
Forest County Potawatomi Community WI 
PO Box 340 
8130 Mishkoswen Drive 
Crandon, WI 54520 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Cook, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Forest County Potawatomi Community WI is aware 
that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)

A-254



1

Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Harold Frank 
Forest County Potawatomi Community WI 
PO Box 340 
Crandon, WI 54520 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman Frank, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Forest County Potawatomi Community WI is aware 
that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Norman W. Deschampe 
Grand Portage Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 
PO Box 428 
Grand Portage, WI 55605 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman Deschampe, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Grand Portage Band of Lake Superior Chippewa is 
aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Mary Ann Gagnon 
Grand Portage Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 
PO Box 428 
Grand Portage, MN 55605 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Gagnon, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Grand Portage Band of Lake Superior Chippewa is 
aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Kenneth Meshiguad 
Hannahville Indian Community Michigan 
N14911 Hannahville B1 Rd. 
Wilson, MI 49896 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman Meshiguad, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Hannahville Indian Community Michigan is aware that 
the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed 
Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on 
historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) 
and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Donald  Shalifoe, Sr. 
Keweenaw Bay Indian Community - Michigan 
16429 Beartown Road 
Baraga, MI 49908 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear President Shalifoe, Sr., 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Keweenaw Bay Indian Community - Michigan is aware 
that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Gary Loonsfoot, Jr.  
Keweenaw Bay Indian Community - Michigan 
16429 Beartown Road 
Baraga, MI 49908 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO/Director Loonsfoot, Jr. , 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Keweenaw Bay Indian Community - Michigan is aware 
that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Michael Isham, Jr. 
Lac Courte Orilles Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians of Wisconsin 
13394 W. Prapania Rd. 
Hayward, WI 54843 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman Isham, Jr., 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Lac Courte Orilles Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 
Indians of Wisconsin is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 
consultation process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine 
any potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Jerry Smith 
Lac Courte Orilles Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians of Wisconsin 
13394 W. Prapania Rd. 
Hayward, WI 54843 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Smith, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Lac Courte Orilles Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 
Indians of Wisconsin is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 
consultation process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine 
any potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Thomas Maulson 
Lac du Flambeau Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians of the Lac du Flambe 
PO Box 67 
603 Peace Pipe Rd. 
Lac du Flambeau, WI 54538 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear President Maulson, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Lac du Flambeau Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 
Indians of the Lac du Flambe is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 
106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to 
determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” 
The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing 
regulations.

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Melinda Young 
Lac du Flambeau Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians of the Lac du Flambe 
PO Box 67 
603 Peace Pipe Rd. 
Lac du Flambeau, WI 54538 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Young, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Lac du Flambeau Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 
Indians of the Lac du Flambe is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 
106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to 
determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” 
The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing 
regulations.

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

James Williams Jr. 
Lac Vieux Desert Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians - Michigan 
PO Box 249 East Pow Wow Trail Road 
Watersmeet, MI 49969 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairperson Williams Jr., 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Lac Vieux Desert Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 
Indians - Michigan is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 
consultation process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine 
any potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

A-275



2

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Amanda Burnette 
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 
115 6th Street NW 
Suite E 
Cass Lake, MN 56633 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Burnette, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe is aware that the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 
CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Carrie Jones 
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 
115 6th Street NW 
Suite E 
Cass Lake, MN 56633 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairwoman Jones, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe is aware that the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 
CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Michael Jandreau 
Lower Brule Sioux Tribe of the Lower Brule Reservation 
PO Box 187, Oyate Circle 
Lower Brule, SD 57548 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman Jandreau, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Lower Brule Sioux Tribe of the Lower Brule 
Reservation is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Clair Green 
Lower Brule Sioux Tribe of the Lower Brule Reservation 
PO Box 187, Oyate Circle  
Lower Brule, SD 57548 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Ms. Green, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Lower Brule Sioux Tribe of the Lower Brule 
Reservation is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Scott Jones 
Lower Brule Sioux Tribe of the Lower Brule Reservation 
PO Box 187, Oyate Circle 
Lower Brule, SD 57548 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Mr. Jones, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Lower Brule Sioux Tribe of the Lower Brule 
Reservation is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Grace Goldtooth-Campos 
Lower Sioux Indian Community - Minnesota 
32469 County Highway 2 
Morton, MN 56270 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Goldtooth-Campos, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Lower Sioux Indian Community - Minnesota is aware 
that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Denny Prescott 
Lower Sioux Indian Community - Minnesota 
39527 Res. Highway 1 
PO Box 308 
Morton, MN 56270 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear President Prescott, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Lower Sioux Indian Community - Minnesota is aware 
that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Natalie Weyaus 
Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe - Minnesota 
43408 Oodena Drive 
Onamia, MN 56359 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Weyaus, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe - Minnesota is aware that 
the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed 
Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on 
historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) 
and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Melanie Benjamin 
Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe - Minnesota 
43408 Oodena Drive 
Onamia, MN 56359 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chief Executive Benjamin, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe – Minnesota is aware that 
the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed 
Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on 
historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) 
and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)

A-294



1

Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Dean Goggles 
Northern Arapaho Tribe 
P.O. Box 396 
Ft. Washakie, WY 82514 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman Goggles, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Northern Arapaho Tribe is aware that the Department of 
Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties 
pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by 
Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Darlene Conrad 
Northern Arapaho Tribe 
P.O. Box 396 
Ft. Washakie, WY 82514 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Conrad, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Northern Arapaho Tribe is aware that the Department of 
Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties 
pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by 
Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

James Walksalong 
Northern Cheyenne Tribe  
P.O. Box 128 
Lame Deer, MT 59043 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Walksalong, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Northern Cheyenne Tribe is aware that the Department 
of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties 
pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by 
Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Mike CatchesEnemy
Oglala Sioux Tribal Council of the Pine Ridge Reservation 
PO Box 419 
Pine Ridge, SD 57770 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO CatchesEnemy , 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Oglala Sioux Tribal Council of the Pine Ridge 
Reservation is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Bryan V. Brewer 
Oglala Sioux Tribal Council of the Pine Ridge Reservation 
PO Box 2070 
Pine Ridge, SD 57770 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear President Brewer, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Oglala Sioux Tribal Council of the Pine Ridge 
Reservation is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Audrey Bennett (NAGPRA) 
Prairie Island Indian Community in the State of Minnesota 
5636 Sturgeon Lake Road 
Welch, MN 55089 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Ms. Bennett, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Prairie Island Indian Community in the State of 
Minnesota is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Whitney White 
Prairie Island Indian Community in the State of Minnesota 
5636 Sturgeon Lake Road 
Welch, MN 55089 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Ms. White, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Prairie Island Indian Community in the State of 
Minnesota is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Ronald Johnson 
Prairie Island Indian Community in the State of Minnesota 
5636 Sturgeon Lake Road 
Welch, MN 55089 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear President Johnson, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Prairie Island Indian Community in the State of 
Minnesota is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Larry Balber 
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians - Wisconsin 
88385 Pike Road, Highway 13 
Bayfield, WI 54814 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Balber, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians - 
Wisconsin is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Kade Ferris 
Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indians Minnesota 
PO Box 297 
Red Lake, MN 56671 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Kade Ferris, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indians Minnesota is 
aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Kathryn Beauleiu (NAGPRA) 
Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indians Minnesota 
PO Box 297 
Red Lake, MN 56671 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Ms. Beauleiu, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indians Minnesota is 
aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Darrell G. Seki, Sr. 
Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indians Minnesota 
PO Box 550 
Red Lake, MN 56671 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman Seki, Sr., 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indians Minnesota is 
aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Cyril Scott 
Rosebud Sioux Tribe of the Rosebud Indian Reservation 
PO Box 430 
11 Legion Ave 
Rosebud, SD 57570 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear President Scott, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Rosebud Sioux Tribe of the Rosebud Indian 
Reservation is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Russell Eagle Bear 
Rosebud Sioux Tribe of the Rosebud Indian Reservation 
PO Box 809 
Rosebud, SD 57570 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Eagle Bear, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Rosebud Sioux Tribe of the Rosebud Indian 
Reservation is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Richard Thomas 
Santee Sioux of Nebraska 
108 Spirit Lake Ave West 
Niobrara, NE 68760 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Thomas, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Santee Sioux of Nebraska is aware that the Department 
of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties 
pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by 
Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Roger Trudell 
Santee Sioux of Nebraska 
425 Frazier Ave N. Suite 2 
Niobrara, NE 68760 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman Trudell, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Santee Sioux of Nebraska is aware that the Department 
of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties 
pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by 
Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Charles R. Vig 
Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community - Minnesota 
2330 Sioux Trail NW 
Prior Lake, MN 55372 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman Vig, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community - Minnesota 
is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Leonard Wabasha 
Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community MN 
2330 Sioux Trail NW 
Prior Lake, MN 55372 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Mr. Wabasha, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community MN is 
aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Diane Desrosier 
Sisseton- Wahpeton Oyate of the Lake Traverse Reservation 
PO Box 907 
205 Oak St. E. Suite 121 
Sisseton, SD 57262 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Desrosier, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Sisseton- Wahpeton Oyate of the Lake Traverse 
Reservation is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Robert Shepherd 
Sisseton- Wahpeton Oyate of the Lake Traverse Reservation 
PO Box 509 
100 Veterans Memorial Drive 
Agency Village, SD 57262 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman Shepherd, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Sisseton- Wahpeton Oyate of the Lake Traverse 
Reservation is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Chris McGeshick 
Sokaogon Chippewa Community - Wisconsin 
3051 Sand Lake Rd. 
Crandon, WI 54520 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman McGeshick, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Sokaogon Chippewa Community - Wisconsin is aware 
that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Myra Pearson 
Spirit Lake Tribe North Dakota 
PO Box 359 
Fort Totten, ND 58335 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairperson Pearson, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Spirit Lake Tribe North Dakota is aware that the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 
CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Darrell Smith 
Spirit Lake Tribe North Dakota 
PO Box 475 
816 3rd ave North 
Fort Totten, ND 58335 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Mr. Smith, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Spirit Lake Tribe North Dakota is aware that the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 
CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Waste'Win Young 
Standing Rock Sioux Tribe 
PO Box D 
Fort Yates, ND 0 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Young, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Standing Rock Sioux Tribe is aware that the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 
CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Dave Archambault ll 
Standing Rock Sioux Tribe 
PO Box D 
Fort Yates, ND 58538 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman Archambault ll, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Standing Rock Sioux Tribe is aware that the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 
CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Elgin Crows Breast 
Three Affiliated Tribes of the Fort Berthold Reservation 
404 Frontage Road 
New Town, ND 58763 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Crows Breast, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Three Affiliated Tribes of the Fort Berthold Reservation 
is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Mark Fox 
Three Affiliated Tribes of the Fort Berthold Reservation 
404 Frontage Road 
New Town, ND 58763 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman Fox, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Three Affiliated Tribes of the Fort Berthold Reservation 
is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to 
consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Archie Gronvold 
Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa 
PO Box 900 
Belcourt, ND 58316 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Gronvold, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa is aware that the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 
CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Richard McCloud 
Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa 
PO Box 900 
Belcourt, ND 58316 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman McCloud, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa is aware that the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 
CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Kevin Jensvold 
Upper Sioux Community of Minnesota 
PO Box 147 
5722 Travers Lane 
Granite Falls, MN 56241 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman Jensvold, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Upper Sioux Community of Minnesota is aware that the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 
CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Marlow LaBatte 
Upper Sioux Community of Minnesota 
PO Box 147 
5722 Travers Lane 
Granite Falls, MN 56241 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO LaBatte, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Upper Sioux Community of Minnesota is aware that the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 
CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Dennis Gill 
Wahpekute Band of Dakota 
3322 Gill Road 
Waubay, SD 57501 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Mr. Gill, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Wahpekute Band of Dakota is aware that the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 
CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Cayla Olson 
White Earth Band of MN Chippewa Tribe MN 
PO Box 418 
White Earth, MN 56591 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Olson, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the White Earth Band of Minnesota Chippewa Tribe 
Minnesota is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Erma Vizenor 
White Earth Band of MN Chippewa Tribe MN 
PO Box 418 
White Earth, MN 56591 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairwoman Vizenor, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the White Earth Band of Minnesota Chippewa Tribe 
Minnesota is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation 
process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any 
potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Robert Flying Hawk 
Yankton Sioux Tribe 
PO Box 1153 
Wagner, SD 57380 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Chairman Flying Hawk, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Yankton Sioux Tribe is aware that the Department of 
Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties 
pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by 
Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 15, 2015 

Lana Gravatt 
Yankton Sioux Tribe 
Box 1153/ 800 Main Avenue SW 
Wagner, SD 57380 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear THPO Gravatt, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Yankton Sioux Tribe is aware that the Department of 
Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties 
pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by 
Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for 
the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware from DOE’s tribal government-to-government consultation letters for the proposed 
GNTL project dated June 27, 2014, and November 26, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, 
single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest 
of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and 
transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV 
Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary 
for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of 
the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   
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The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
traditional religious and cultural importance to your Tribe and its members, in or near the project area, 
and also to provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to work together to resolve any adverse effects this 
undertaking may have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the 
location and importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to 
you that are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 2014 (79 
FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part of its scoping 
efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit 
the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The GNTL Presidential permit 
application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the Great Northern Transmission Line 
Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on this website.  Future information from the 
DOE, relevant to the Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your 
Tribe, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also include information for a primary 
point of contact for your organization (as applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any 
questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report)
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CHIEF BLACKBIRD CENTER                                                                   P.O. Box 39 ● Odanah, Wisconsin 54861 
 

Telephone (715) 682-7123 ext.1662                       Natural Resources Department                                      Fax (715) 682-7118 

February 13, 2015 

Julie Ann Smith, Ph.D. 
Electricity Policy Analyst 
National Electricity Delivery Division (OE-20) 
U.S. Department of Energy 
1000 Independence Avenue SW 
Washington, DC 20590 

RE:  GNTL Project 

Dear Ms. Smith: 

This letter is to confirm that, as it pertains to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act, the Bad River Band of Lake Superior Tribe of Chippewa – Tribal Historic Preservation 
Office is interested in being a consulting party regarding the above referenced project. 

We recognize that this project may have significant impacts to listed historic properties, 
properties determined eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places, and 
significant cultural and environmental impacts that affect the Bad River Tribe. As such, we 
intend to participate in as many consultation meetings as possible, pertaining to this project. 

We intend to participate in the upcoming Tribal Consultation in Shakopee, MN, March 24-26, 
2015. Please keep us informed of any changes in the project and upcoming meetings. 

Weweni (Sincerely), 

Edith Leoso 
Bad River Band of Lake Superior Tribe of Chippewa 
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
P.O. Box 39 
Odanah, WI 54861 
Ph: (715) 682-7123 ext. 1662 
FAX: (715) 682-7118 
Email: THPO@badriver-nsn.gov  

ESL/cc: NRD Director; file 
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Project ID: Tower Notifications

Booshoo,

The Lac Vieux Desert Tribal Historic Preservation Office received your request for information 
related to properties of traditional religious and cultural significance within the vicinity of the 
proposed facility and any comments or concerns for affects to those properties as according to 
your obligations under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the Native 
American Graves Protection Act. 

The Ketegitigaaning Ojibwe Nation Tribal Historic Preservation Office does not release 
information related to properties of traditional religious and cultural significance to anyone.  
However, through government-to-government consultation, the LVD THPO will review project 
documents to determine whether or not any of these sites exist within the Area of Potential 
Effects and if so what those effects may be.  If we have identified any sites of concern in our 
research of the project area, we will notify you of the fact.   

Please forward the following information: a short summary of the proposed ground disturbing 
activity, Legal Description of the Area of Potential Effects, Topo maps identifying the proposed 
area, and copies of any studies that have already been conducted regarding cultural resources 
and archaeology in their full format, including reports on archaeological and cultural sites 
identified. 
 
To enable us to participate fully, the Ketegitigaaning Ojibwe Nations fee for 
such services is $300. $150.00 for historical/cultural records research and 
$150.00 for archaeological records review per section of land. The fee must be 
submitted so that the research can be done.  At that time we will review and make our 
determinations with the appropriate information that we have on file with our Tribe pertaining 
to this area. 

All Collocation Projects will be handled in the same manner as new projects UNLESS the 
Ketegitigaaning Ojibwe Nation commented on the original project.   

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 906-358-0137.  

Miigwetch, 

giiwegiizhigookway Martin, THPO 

Fee can be sent along with the requested information to:   
Make Check Payable to:  
Ketegitigaaning Ojibwe Nation THPO 
P.O. 249 (Post Office Mailing Address)  
Watersmeet, Michigan 49969 
Large Packets mailed by Fed Ex or UPS:   
E23857 Poplar Circle  
Watersmeet, MI  49969  
Office:   906-358-0137      Fax:   906-358-4850                       Email:  gmartin@lvdtribal.com 
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          LEECH LAKE BAND OF OJIBWE 
Tribal Historic Preservation Office

 Amy Burnette, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
Sheila Gotchie, Office Manager 

_________________________________________________________________________________________
Leech Lake Tribal Historic Preservation Office – Established in 1996 

An Office Within the Division of Resources Management 
190 Sailstar Drive NE * Cass Lake, Minnesota 56633 

(218) 335-2940 * FAX (218) 335-2974 
amy.burnette@llojibwe.org 

February 6, 2015                  VIA INTERNET  

Julie Ann Smith, Principal NEPA Document Manager 
U.S. Department of Energy 
1000 Independence Avenue, SW 
Washington, DC 20585 

Re:  Proposed Great northern Transmission Line Project  
 
 
Dear Ms. Smith; 
 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the above-referenced project.  Pursuant to the 
responsibilities given the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer by the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, 
as amended in 1992 and the Procedures of the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (36CFR800), the 
Leech Lake Tribal Historic Preservation Office will consult in regard to the Presidential permits to construct, 
operate, maintain, and connect a 500kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota Manitoba border,  
terminating at existing Blackberry substation in Grand Rapids Minnesota, to include facility and transmission 
system modifications and new adjacently located substation.  Inclusion in the Section 106 consultation process 
is important to our office, and we are willing to accept consultation for this project. 
 
 
Sincerely,  
   
 
 
Amy Burnette, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
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Appendix B 

Route Permit Generic Template and Example 

  



GENERIC ROUTE PERMIT TEMPLATE

STATE OF MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ROUTE PERMIT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF A HIGH-VOLTAGE TRANSMISSION 
LINE AND ASSOCIATED FACILITIES

IN
[COUNTY] 

ISSUED TO
[PERMITTEE] 

PUC DOCKET NO. [Docket Number]

In accordance with the requirements of Minnesota Statutes Chapter 216E and Minnesota Rules 
Chapter 7850, this route permit is hereby issued to: 

[PERMITTEE] 

[Permittee] is authorized by this route permit to construct [Provide a description of the project
authorized by the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission]. 

The transmission line and associated facilities shall be built within the route identified in this 
permit and as portrayed on the official route maps, and in compliance with the conditions 
specified in this permit. 

Approved and adopted this ____ day of [Month, Year] 

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

___________________________________________
Burl W. Haar,
Executive Secretary

This document can be made available in alternative formats (i.e., large print or audio) by calling 651-296-0406
(voice). Persons with hearing or speech disabilities may call us through their preferred Telecommunications Relay 
Service.
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1.0 ROUTE PERMIT

The Minnesota Public Utilities Commission (Commission) hereby issues this route permit to
[Permittee Name] (Permittee) pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Chapter 216E and Minnesota Rules 
Chapter 7850. This permit authorizes the [Permittee Name] to construct [Provide a description of 
the project as authorized by the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission], and as identified in the 
attached route permit maps, hereby incorporated into this document. 

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

[Provide a description of the project as authorized by the Minnesota Public Utilities 
Commission]  

2.1 Project Location

[Describe the location of the project including details such as the county, state, city, and 
townships, as appropriate] 

County Township Name Township Range Section

2.2 Associated Facilities and Substations

[Provide a detailed description of the associated facilities and substations as authorized by the 
Commission] 

2.3 Structures and Conductors

[Provide a detailed description of the structures and conductors authorized by the Commission] 

The table below details specifics on the various structure types as presented in the route permit 
application. 

Line Type Conductor 
Structure

Foundation Height Span
Type Material

The transmission line and associated facilities shall be designed to meet or exceed all relevant 
local and state codes, the National Electric Safety Code (NESC), and North American Electric 
Reliability Corporation (NERC) requirements. This includes standards relating to clearances to 

[Month] [Year] [Docket No.] Page | 1 
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ground, clearance to crossing utilities, clearance to buildings, strength of materials, clearances 
over roadways, right-of-way widths, and permit requirements. 

3.0 DESIGNATED ROUTE 

The route designated by the Commission in this permit is the route described below and shown 
on the route maps attached to this permit. The route is generally described as follows: 

[Provide detailed description of the authorized route including the route widths and any other 
specifics relevant to each segment. Also include a reference to the relevant route map to be 
attached to the permit.] 

The identified route widths will provide the Permittee with flexibility for minor adjustments of 
the specific alignment or right-of-way to accommodate landowner requests and unforeseen 
conditions. The final alignment (i.e., permanent and maintained rights-of-way) will be located 
within this designated route unless otherwise authorized below. 

3.1 Right-of-Way 

The approved right-of-way width for the project is up to [number] feet. This permit anticipates 
that the right-of-way will generally conform to the anticipated alignment as noted on the attached 
route permit maps unless changes are requested by individual landowners or unforeseen 
conditions are encountered or are otherwise provided for by this permit. Any alignment 
modifications within the designated route shall be located so as to have comparable overall 
impacts relative to the factors in Minn. Rules, part 7850.4100, as does the alignment identified in 
this permit, and shall be specifically identified and documented in and approved as part of the 
plan and profile submitted pursuant to section 4.1 of this permit.

Where the transmission line route parallels existing highway and other road rights-of-way, the 
transmission line right-of-way shall occupy and utilize the existing right-of-way to the maximum 
extent possible, consistent with the criteria in Minn. Rules, part 7850.4100, the other 
requirements of this permit, and for highways under the jurisdiction of the Minnesota 
Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT) rules, policies, and procedures for accommodating 
utilities in trunk highway rights-of-way.

4.0 GENERAL CONDITIONS

The Permittee shall comply with the following conditions during construction of the transmission 
line and associated facilities over the life of this permit.
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4.1 Plan and Profile 

At least 30 calendar days before right-of-way preparation for construction begins on any segment 
or portion of the project, the Permittee shall provide the Commission with a plan and profile of 
the right-of-way and the specifications and drawings for right-of-way preparation, construction, 
structure specifications and locations, cleanup, and restoration for the transmission line. The 
documentation shall include maps depicting the plan and profile including the right-of-way, 
alignment, and structures in relation to the route and alignment approved per this permit. 

The Permittee may not commence construction until the 30 days has expired or until the 
Commission has advised the Permittee in writing that it has completed its review of the 
documents and determined that the planned construction is consistent with this permit. If the 
Permittee intends to make any significant changes in its plan and profile or the specifications and 
drawings after submission to the Commission, the Permittee shall notify the Commission at least 
five days before implementing the changes. No changes shall be made that would be in violation 
of any of the terms of this permit.

4.2 Construction Practices 

The Permittee shall follow those specific construction practices and material specifications 
described in [Permittee Name] Application to the Commission for a route permit for the [Project 
Name], dated [Date], unless this permit establishes a different requirement in which case this 
permit shall prevail. 

4.2.1 Field Representative

At least 14 days prior to commencing construction, the Permittee shall advise the 
Commission in writing of the person or persons designated to be the field representative 
for the Permittee with the responsibility to oversee compliance with the conditions of this 
permit during construction.   

The field representative’s address, phone number, emergency phone number, and email 
shall be provided to the Commission and shall be made available to affected landowners, 
residents, public officials and other interested persons. The Permittee may change the 
field representative at any time upon written notice to the Commission.

4.2.2 Local Governments 

During construction, the Permittee shall minimize any disruption to public services or 
public utilities. To the extent disruptions to public services or public utilities occur these 
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would be temporary and the Permittee will restore service promptly. Where any impacts 
to utilities have the potential to occur the Permittee will work with both landowners and 
local agencies to determine the most appropriate transmission structure placement.  

The Permittee shall cooperate with county and city road authorities to develop 
appropriate signage and traffic management during construction. 

4.2.3 Cleanup

All waste and scrap that is the product of construction shall be removed from the area and 
properly disposed of upon completion of each task. Personal litter, including bottles, 
cans, and paper from construction activities shall be removed on a daily basis.  

4.2.4 Noise

Construction and routine maintenance activities shall be limited to daytime working 
hours, as defined in Minn. Rules, part 7030.0200, to ensure nighttime noise level 
standards will not be exceeded.

4.2.5 Vegetation Removal

The Permittee shall minimize the number of trees to be removed in selecting the right-of-
way specifically preserving to the maximum extent practicable windbreaks, shelterbelts,
living snow fences, and vegetation in areas such as trail and stream crossings where 
vegetative screening may minimize aesthetic impacts, to the extent that such actions do 
not violate sound engineering principles or system reliability criteria.

Tall tree species located within the transmission line right-of-way that endanger the safe 
and reliable operation of the transmission facility will be removed. Certain low growing 
species can be planted in the right-of-way to blend the difference between the right-of-
way and adjacent wooded areas, to the extent that the  low growing vegetation that will 
not pose a threat to the transmission facility or impede construction. 

The Permittee shall avoid construction and maintenance practices, particularly the use of 
fertilizer, herbicides or other pesticides, that are inconsistent with the landowner’s or 
tenant’s use of the land. 

4.2.6 Aesthetics
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The Permittee shall consider input pertaining to visual impacts from landowners or land 
management agencies prior to final location of structures, rights-of-way, and other areas 
with the potential for visual disturbance. Care shall be used to preserve the natural 
landscape, minimize tree removal and prevent any unnecessary destruction of the natural 
surroundings in the vicinity of the project during construction and maintenance. 
Structures shall be placed at a distance, consistent with sound engineering principles and 
system reliability criteria, from intersecting roads, highway, or trail crossings and could 
cross roads to minimize or avoid impacts. 

4.2.7 Erosion Control 

The Permittee shall implement reasonable measures to minimize erosion and 
sedimentation during construction and shall employ perimeter sediment controls, protect 
exposed soil by promptly planting, seeding, using erosion control blankets and turf 
reinforcement mats, stabilizing slopes, protecting storm drain inlets, protecting soil 
stockpiles, and controlling vehicle tracking. Contours shall be graded as required so that 
all surfaces provide for proper drainage, blend with the natural terrain, and are left in a 
condition that will facilitate re-vegetation and prevent erosion. All areas disturbed during 
construction of the facilities shall be returned to pre-construction conditions. 

When utilizing seed to establish temporary and permanent vegetative cover on exposed 
soil the Permittee shall select specific site characteristic seed certified to be free of 
noxious weeds. 

Where larger areas of one acre or more are disturbed or other areas designated by the 
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA), the Permittee shall obtain a National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)/State Disposal System (SDS) 
Construction Stormwater permit from the MPCA.

4.2.8 Wetlands and Water Resources

Wetland impact avoidance measures that shall be implemented during design and 
construction of the transmission line will include spacing and placing the power poles at 
variable distances to span and avoid wetlands, watercourses, and floodplains. 
Unavoidable wetland impacts as a result of the placement of poles shall be limited to the 
immediate area around the poles. To minimize impacts, construction in wetland areas 
shall occur during frozen ground conditions. When construction during winter is not 
possible, wooden or composite mats shall be used to protect wetland vegetation. Soil 
excavated from the wetlands and riparian areas shall be contained and not placed back 
into the wetland or riparian area. 
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Wetlands and riparian areas shall be accessed using the shortest route possible in order to 
minimize travel through wetland areas and prevent unnecessary impacts. No staging or 
stringing set up areas shall be placed within or adjacent to wetlands or water resources, as 
practicable. Power pole structures shall be assembled on upland areas before they are 
brought to the site for installation. Areas disturbed by construction activities shall be 
restored to pre-construction conditions. 

All requirements of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (wetlands under federal 
jurisdiction), Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (Public Waters/Wetlands), and 
County (wetlands under the jurisdiction of the Minnesota Wetland Conservation Act) 
shall be met.

4.2.9 Temporary Work Space 

The Permittee shall limit temporary easements to special construction access needs and 
additional staging or lay-down areas required outside of the authorized right-of-way. 
Temporary space shall be selected to limit the removal and impacts to vegetation.
Temporary easements outside of the authorized transmission line right-of-way will be 
obtained from affected landowners through rental agreements and are not provided for in 
this permit.

Temporary driveways may be constructed between the roadway and the structures to 
minimize impact using the shortest route possible. Construction mats should also be used 
to minimize impacts on access paths and construction areas.  

4.2.10 Restoration

The Permittee shall restore the right-of-way, temporary work spaces, access roads, 
abandoned right-of-way, and other public or private lands affected by construction of the 
transmission line. Restoration within the right-of-way must be compatible with the safe 
operation, maintenance, and inspection of the transmission line. Within 60 days after 
completion of all restoration activities, the Permittee shall advise the Commission in 
writing of the completion of such activities.

The Permittee shall fairly compensate landowners for damage to crops, fences, 
landscaping, drain tile, or other damages sustained during construction. 

4.2.11 Notice of Permit
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The Permittee shall inform all employees, contractors, and other persons involved in the 
transmission line construction of the terms and conditions of this permit.  

4.3 Periodic Status Reports

The Permittee shall report to the Commission on progress regarding finalization of the route, 
design of structures, and construction of the transmission line. The Permittee need not report 
more frequently than monthly. 

4.4 Complaint Procedures 

Prior to the start of construction, the Permittee shall submit to the Commission the procedures 
that will be used to receive and respond to complaints. The procedures shall be in accordance 
with the requirements set forth in the complaint procedures attached to this permit [Attachment]. 

4.5 Notification to Landowners

The Permittee shall provide all affected landowners with a copy of this permit and, as a separate 
information piece, the complaint procedures at the time of the first contact with the landowners 
after issuance of this permit. The Permittee shall contact landowners prior to entering the 
property or conducting maintenance along the route.  

The Permittee shall work with landowners to locate the high-voltage transmission line to 
minimize the loss of agricultural land, forest, and wetlands, and to avoid homes and farmsteads.

4.6 Completion of Construction 

4.6.1 Notification to Commission

At least three days before the line is to be placed into service, the Permittee shall notify 
the Commission of the date on which the line will be placed into service and the date on 
which construction was complete.  

4.6.2 As-Builts

Within 60 days after completion of construction, the Permittee shall submit copies of all
final as-built plans and specifications developed during the project. 

4.6.3 GPS Data
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Within 60 days after completion of construction, the Permittee shall submit to the 
Commission, in the format requested by the Commission, geo-spatial information (e.g., 
ArcGIS compatible map files, GPS coordinates, associated database of characteristics)
for all structures associated with the transmission line and each substation connected. 

4.7 Electrical Performance Standards 

4.7.1 Grounding 

The Permittee shall design, construct, and operate the transmission line in a manner so
that the maximum induced steady-state short-circuit current shall be limited to five 
milliamperes root mean square (rms) alternating current between the ground and any non-
stationary object within the right-of-way, including but not limited to large motor 
vehicles and agricultural equipment. All fixed metallic objects on or off the right-of-way, 
except electric fences that parallel or cross the right-of-way, shall be grounded to the 
extent necessary to limit the induced short-circuit current between ground and the object 
so as not to exceed one milliampere rms under steady state conditions of the transmission 
line and to comply with the ground fault conditions specified in the NESC. The Permittee
shall address and rectify any induced current problems that arise during transmission line 
operation. 

4.7.2 Electric Field

The transmission line shall be designed, constructed, and operated in such a manner that 
the electric field measured one meter above ground level immediately below the 
transmission line shall not exceed 8.0 kV/m rms.

4.7.3 Interference with Communication Devices

If interference with radio or television, satellite, wireless internet, GPS-based agriculture 
navigation systems or other communication devices is caused by the presence or 
operation of the transmission line, the Permittee shall take whatever action is feasible to 
restore or provide reception equivalent to reception levels in the immediate area just prior 
to the construction of the line. 

4.8 Other Requirements 

4.8.1 Applicable Codes 
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The Permittee shall comply with applicable NERC planning standards and requirements 
of the NESC including clearances to ground, clearance to crossing utilities, clearance to 
buildings, right-of way widths, erecting power poles, and stringing of transmission line 
conductors. 

4.8.2 Other Permits

The Permittee shall comply with all applicable state rules and statutes. The Permittee
shall obtain all required permits for the project and comply with the conditions of these 
permits. A list of the required permits is included in the permit application. The Permittee 
shall submit a copy of such permits to the Commission upon request. 

4.8.3 Pre-emption

Pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 216E.10, this route permit shall be the sole approval required to 
be obtained by the Permittee for construction of the transmission facilities and this permit 
shall supersede and preempt all zoning, building, or land use rules, regulations, or 
ordinances promulgated by regional, county, local and special purpose government.  

4.8.4 Archaeological and Historic Resources

The Permittee shall make every effort to avoid impacts to identified archaeological and 
historic resources when installing the high-voltage transmission line on the approved 
route. In the event that a resource is encountered, the State Historic Preservation Office 
should be contacted and consulted; the nature of the resource should be identified; and a 
determination should be made on the eligibility for listing in the National Register of 
Historic Places. Where feasible, avoidance of the resource is required.

4.8.5 Avian Mitigation

The Permittee’s standard transmission design shall incorporate adequate spacing of 
conductors and grounding devices in accordance with Avian Power Line Interaction 
Committee standards to eliminate the risk of electrocution to raptors with larger 
wingspans that may simultaneously come in contact with a conductor and grounding 
devices.

4.9 Delay in Construction 

If the Permittee has not commenced construction or improvement of the route within four years 
after the date of issuance of this permit the Permittee shall file a report on the failure to construct 
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and the Commission shall consider suspension of the permit in accordance with Minn. Rules, 
part 7850.4700. 

4.10 Special Conditions

The Permittee shall provide a report to the Commission as part of the plan and profile submission 
that describes the actions taken and mitigative measures developed regarding the project and the 
following special conditions. 

[Describe any special conditions] 

Examples of special conditions included in permits: 
Avian Mitigation Plan
Environmental Control Plan
Agriculture Mitigation Plan
Vegetation Management Plan
Property Restrictions
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources Requirements
Minnesota Pollution Control Requirements
Minnesota State Historical Preservation Office Requirements
Minnesota Department of Transportation Requirements

5.0 PERMIT AMENDMENT 

This permit may be amended at any time by the Commission. Any person may request an 
amendment of the conditions of this permit by submitting a request to the Commission in writing 
describing the amendment sought and the reasons for the amendment. The Commission will mail 
notice of receipt of the request to the Permittee. The Commission may amend the conditions after 
affording the Permittee and interested persons such process as is required.  

6.0 TRANSFER OF PERMIT 

The Permittee may request at any time that the Commission transfer this permit to another 
person or entity. The Permittee shall provide the name and description of the person or entity to 
whom the permit is requested to be transferred, the reasons for the transfer, a description of the 
facilities affected, and the proposed effective date of the transfer.  

The person to whom the permit is to be transferred shall provide the Commission with such 
information as the Commission shall require to determine whether the new Permittee can comply 
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with the conditions of the permit. The Commission may authorize transfer of the permit after 
affording the Permittee, the new Permittee, and interested persons such process as is required. 

7.0 REVOCATION OR SUSPENSION OF THE PERMIT 

The Commission may initiate action to revoke or suspend this permit at any time. The 
Commission shall act in accordance with the requirements of Minn. Rules, part 7850.5100, to 
revoke or suspend the permit. 
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ATTACHMENT [   ] 

MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMPLAINT HANDLING PROCEDURES FOR

HIGH-VOLTAGE TRANSMISSION LINES

A. Purpose

To establish a uniform and timely method of reporting complaints received by the 
permittee concerning permit conditions for site preparation, construction, cleanup and 
restoration, operation, and resolution of such complaints. 

B. Scope

This document describes complaint reporting procedures and frequency.  

C. Applicability

The procedures shall be used for all complaints received by the permittee and all 
complaints received by the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission (Commission) under 
Minn. Rules, parts 7829.1500 or 7829.1700 relevant to this permit. 

D. Definitions

Complaint: A verbal or written statement presented to the permittees by a person 
expressing dissatisfaction or concern regarding site preparation, cleanup or restoration or 
other route and associated facilities permit conditions. Complaints do not include 
requests, inquiries, questions or general comments. 

Substantial Complaint: A written complaint alleging a violation of a specific permit 
condition that, if substantiated, could result in permit modification or suspension pursuant 
to the applicable regulations. 

Unresolved Complaint: A complaint which, despite the good faith efforts of the 
permittee and a person, remains to both or one of the parties unresolved or 
unsatisfactorily resolved.  

Person: An individual, partnership, joint venture, private or public corporation, 
association, firm, public service company, cooperative, political subdivision, municipal 
corporation, government agency, public utility district, or any other entity, public or 
private, however organized. 

E. Complaint Documentation and Processing

1. The permittee shall designate an individual to summarize complaints for the
Commission. This person’s name, phone number and email address shall accompany
all complaint submittals.
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ATTACHMENT [   ] 

2. A person presenting the complaint should to the extent possible, include the following 
information in their communications:

a. name, address, phone number, and email address; 
b. date of complaint; 
c. tract or parcel number; and 
d. whether the complaint relates to a permit matter or a compliance issue.

3. The permittee shall document all complaints by maintaining a record of all applicable 
information concerning the complaint, including the following: 

a. docket number and project name; 
b. name of complainant, address, phone number and email address; 
c. precise description of property or parcel number; 
d. name of permittee representative receiving complaint and date of receipt;
e. nature of complaint and the applicable permit condition(s); 
f. activities undertaken to resolve the complaint; and
g. final disposition of the complaint. 

F. Reporting Requirements

The permittee shall commence complaint reporting at the beginning of project 
construction and continue through the term of the permit. The permittee shall report all 
complaints to the Commission according to the following schedule: 

  
Immediate Reports: All substantial complaints shall be reported to the Commission the 
same day received, or on the following working day for complaints received after 
working hours. Such reports are to be directed to the Commission’s Consumer Affairs 
Office at 1-800-657-3782 (voice messages are acceptable) or consumer.puc@state.mn.us.
For e-mail reporting, the email subject line should read “EFP Complaint” and include the 
appropriate project docket number. 

Monthly Reports: By the 15th of each month, a summary of all complaints, including 
substantial complaints received or resolved during the preceding month, shall be filed to 
Dr. Burl W. Haar, Executive Secretary, Public Utilities Commission, using the eDockets 
system. The eDockets system is located at:  
https://www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFiling/home.jsp

If no complaints were received during the preceding month, the permittee shall submit 
(eFile) a summary indicating that no complaints were received.

G. Complaints Received by the Commission

Complaints received directly by the Commission from aggrieved persons regarding site 
preparation, construction, cleanup, restoration, operation and maintenance shall be 
promptly sent to the permittee.
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ATTACHMENT [   ] 

H. Commission Process for Unresolved Complaints

Commission staff shall perform an initial evaluation of unresolved complaints submitted 
to the Commission. Complaints raising substantial permit issues shall be processed and 
resolved by the Commission. Staff shall notify the permittee and appropriate persons if it 
determines that the complaint is a substantial complaint. With respect to such complaints, 
each party shall submit a written summary of its position to the Commission no later than
ten (10) days after receipt of the staff notification. The complaint will be presented to the 
Commission for a decision as soon as practicable. 

I. Permittee Contacts for Complaints and Complaint Reporting

Complaints may filed by mail or email to:

[Permittee Name] 
[Permittee Complaint Contact] 
[Permittee Address] 
[Permittee Telephone Number] 
[Permittee Email] 

This information shall be maintained current by informing the Commission of any 
changes by eFiling, as they become effective.
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ATTACHMENT [   ]

MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMPLIANCE FILING PROCEDURE FOR

PERMITTED ENERGY FACILITIES

A. Purpose

To establish a uniform and timely method of submitting information required by the 
Commission energy facility permits.  

B. Scope and Applicability

This procedure encompasses all compliance filings required by permit.

C. Definitions

Compliance Filing: A filing of information to the Commission, where the information is 
required by a Commission site or route permit.

D. Responsibilities

1. The permittee shall eFile all compliance filings with Dr. Burl W. Haar, Executive 
Secretary, Public Utilities Commission, through the eDockets system. The eDockets 
system is located at:  https://www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFiling/home.jsp

General instructions are provided on the eDockets website. Permittees must register 
on the website to eFile documents.

2. All filings must have a cover sheet that includes:

a. Date
b. Name of submitter/permittee
c. Type of permit (site or route)
d. Project location
e. Project docket number 
f. Permit section under which the filing is made
g. Short description of the filing

3. Filings that are graphic intensive (e.g., maps, engineered drawings) must, in addition 
to being eFiled, be submitted as paper copies and on CD. Paper copies and CDs 
should be sent to: 1) Dr. Burl W. Haar, Executive Secretary, Minnesota Public 
Utilities Commission, 121 7th Place East, Suite 350, St. Paul, MN 55101-2147, and 
2) Department of Commerce, Energy Facility Permitting, 85 7th Place East, Suite 
500, St. Paul, MN 55101-2198.

 The Commission may request a paper copy of any eFiled document. 
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ATTACHMENT [   ]

PERMIT COMPLIANCE FILINGS1

PERMITTEE: 
PERMIT TYPE:
PROJECT LOCATION:
PUC DOCKET NUMBER:

Filing 
Number 

Permit 
Section Description of Compliance Filing Due Date

1 This compilation of permit compliance filings is provided for the convenience of the permittee and the 
Commission. It is not a substitute for the permit; the language of the permit controls.
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GENERIC ROUTE PERMIT TEMPLATE

STATE OF MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ROUTE PERMIT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF A HIGH-VOLTAGE TRANSMISSION 
LINE AND ASSOCIATED FACILITIES

IN
[COUNTY] 

ISSUED TO
[PERMITTEE] 

PUC DOCKET NO. [Docket Number]

In accordance with the requirements of Minnesota Statutes Chapter 216E and Minnesota Rules 
Chapter 7850, this route permit is hereby issued to: 

[PERMITTEE] 

[Permittee] is authorized by this route permit to construct [Provide a description of the project
authorized by the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission]. 

The transmission line and associated facilities shall be built within the route identified in this 
permit and as portrayed on the official route maps, and in compliance with the conditions 
specified in this permit. 

Approved and adopted this ____ day of [Month, Year] 

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

___________________________________________
Burl W. Haar,
Executive Secretary

This document can be made available in alternative formats (i.e., large print or audio) by calling 651-296-0406
(voice). Persons with hearing or speech disabilities may call us through their preferred Telecommunications Relay 
Service.
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1.0 ROUTE PERMIT

The Minnesota Public Utilities Commission (Commission) hereby issues this route permit to
[Permittee Name] (Permittee) pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Chapter 216E and Minnesota Rules 
Chapter 7850. This permit authorizes the [Permittee Name] to construct [Provide a description of 
the project as authorized by the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission], and as identified in the 
attached route permit maps, hereby incorporated into this document. 

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

[Provide a description of the project as authorized by the Minnesota Public Utilities 
Commission]  

2.1 Project Location

[Describe the location of the project including details such as the county, state, city, and 
townships, as appropriate] 

County Township Name Township Range Section

2.2 Associated Facilities and Substations

[Provide a detailed description of the associated facilities and substations as authorized by the 
Commission] 

2.3 Structures and Conductors

[Provide a detailed description of the structures and conductors authorized by the Commission] 

The table below details specifics on the various structure types as presented in the route permit 
application. 

Line Type Conductor 
Structure

Foundation Height Span
Type Material

The transmission line and associated facilities shall be designed to meet or exceed all relevant 
local and state codes, the National Electric Safety Code (NESC), and North American Electric 
Reliability Corporation (NERC) requirements. This includes standards relating to clearances to 
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ground, clearance to crossing utilities, clearance to buildings, strength of materials, clearances 
over roadways, right-of-way widths, and permit requirements. 

3.0 DESIGNATED ROUTE 

The route designated by the Commission in this permit is the route described below and shown 
on the route maps attached to this permit. The route is generally described as follows: 

[Provide detailed description of the authorized route including the route widths and any other 
specifics relevant to each segment. Also include a reference to the relevant route map to be 
attached to the permit.] 

The identified route widths will provide the Permittee with flexibility for minor adjustments of 
the specific alignment or right-of-way to accommodate landowner requests and unforeseen 
conditions. The final alignment (i.e., permanent and maintained rights-of-way) will be located 
within this designated route unless otherwise authorized below. 

3.1 Right-of-Way 

The approved right-of-way width for the project is up to [number] feet. This permit anticipates 
that the right-of-way will generally conform to the anticipated alignment as noted on the attached 
route permit maps unless changes are requested by individual landowners or unforeseen 
conditions are encountered or are otherwise provided for by this permit. Any alignment 
modifications within the designated route shall be located so as to have comparable overall 
impacts relative to the factors in Minn. Rules, part 7850.4100, as does the alignment identified in 
this permit, and shall be specifically identified and documented in and approved as part of the 
plan and profile submitted pursuant to section 4.1 of this permit.

Where the transmission line route parallels existing highway and other road rights-of-way, the 
transmission line right-of-way shall occupy and utilize the existing right-of-way to the maximum 
extent possible, consistent with the criteria in Minn. Rules, part 7850.4100, the other 
requirements of this permit, and for highways under the jurisdiction of the Minnesota 
Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT) rules, policies, and procedures for accommodating 
utilities in trunk highway rights-of-way.

4.0 GENERAL CONDITIONS

The Permittee shall comply with the following conditions during construction of the transmission 
line and associated facilities over the life of this permit.
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4.1 Plan and Profile 

At least 30 calendar days before right-of-way preparation for construction begins on any segment 
or portion of the project, the Permittee shall provide the Commission with a plan and profile of 
the right-of-way and the specifications and drawings for right-of-way preparation, construction, 
structure specifications and locations, cleanup, and restoration for the transmission line. The 
documentation shall include maps depicting the plan and profile including the right-of-way, 
alignment, and structures in relation to the route and alignment approved per this permit. 

The Permittee may not commence construction until the 30 days has expired or until the 
Commission has advised the Permittee in writing that it has completed its review of the 
documents and determined that the planned construction is consistent with this permit. If the 
Permittee intends to make any significant changes in its plan and profile or the specifications and 
drawings after submission to the Commission, the Permittee shall notify the Commission at least 
five days before implementing the changes. No changes shall be made that would be in violation 
of any of the terms of this permit.

4.2 Construction Practices 

The Permittee shall follow those specific construction practices and material specifications 
described in [Permittee Name] Application to the Commission for a route permit for the [Project 
Name], dated [Date], unless this permit establishes a different requirement in which case this 
permit shall prevail. 

4.2.1 Field Representative

At least 14 days prior to commencing construction, the Permittee shall advise the 
Commission in writing of the person or persons designated to be the field representative 
for the Permittee with the responsibility to oversee compliance with the conditions of this 
permit during construction.   

The field representative’s address, phone number, emergency phone number, and email 
shall be provided to the Commission and shall be made available to affected landowners, 
residents, public officials and other interested persons. The Permittee may change the 
field representative at any time upon written notice to the Commission.

4.2.2 Local Governments 

During construction, the Permittee shall minimize any disruption to public services or 
public utilities. To the extent disruptions to public services or public utilities occur these 
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would be temporary and the Permittee will restore service promptly. Where any impacts 
to utilities have the potential to occur the Permittee will work with both landowners and 
local agencies to determine the most appropriate transmission structure placement.  

The Permittee shall cooperate with county and city road authorities to develop 
appropriate signage and traffic management during construction. 

4.2.3 Cleanup

All waste and scrap that is the product of construction shall be removed from the area and 
properly disposed of upon completion of each task. Personal litter, including bottles, 
cans, and paper from construction activities shall be removed on a daily basis.  

4.2.4 Noise

Construction and routine maintenance activities shall be limited to daytime working 
hours, as defined in Minn. Rules, part 7030.0200, to ensure nighttime noise level 
standards will not be exceeded.

4.2.5 Vegetation Removal

The Permittee shall minimize the number of trees to be removed in selecting the right-of-
way specifically preserving to the maximum extent practicable windbreaks, shelterbelts,
living snow fences, and vegetation in areas such as trail and stream crossings where 
vegetative screening may minimize aesthetic impacts, to the extent that such actions do 
not violate sound engineering principles or system reliability criteria.

Tall tree species located within the transmission line right-of-way that endanger the safe 
and reliable operation of the transmission facility will be removed. Certain low growing 
species can be planted in the right-of-way to blend the difference between the right-of-
way and adjacent wooded areas, to the extent that the  low growing vegetation that will 
not pose a threat to the transmission facility or impede construction. 

The Permittee shall avoid construction and maintenance practices, particularly the use of 
fertilizer, herbicides or other pesticides, that are inconsistent with the landowner’s or 
tenant’s use of the land. 

4.2.6 Aesthetics
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The Permittee shall consider input pertaining to visual impacts from landowners or land 
management agencies prior to final location of structures, rights-of-way, and other areas 
with the potential for visual disturbance. Care shall be used to preserve the natural 
landscape, minimize tree removal and prevent any unnecessary destruction of the natural 
surroundings in the vicinity of the project during construction and maintenance. 
Structures shall be placed at a distance, consistent with sound engineering principles and 
system reliability criteria, from intersecting roads, highway, or trail crossings and could 
cross roads to minimize or avoid impacts. 

4.2.7 Erosion Control 

The Permittee shall implement reasonable measures to minimize erosion and 
sedimentation during construction and shall employ perimeter sediment controls, protect 
exposed soil by promptly planting, seeding, using erosion control blankets and turf 
reinforcement mats, stabilizing slopes, protecting storm drain inlets, protecting soil 
stockpiles, and controlling vehicle tracking. Contours shall be graded as required so that 
all surfaces provide for proper drainage, blend with the natural terrain, and are left in a 
condition that will facilitate re-vegetation and prevent erosion. All areas disturbed during 
construction of the facilities shall be returned to pre-construction conditions. 

When utilizing seed to establish temporary and permanent vegetative cover on exposed 
soil the Permittee shall select specific site characteristic seed certified to be free of 
noxious weeds. 

Where larger areas of one acre or more are disturbed or other areas designated by the 
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA), the Permittee shall obtain a National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)/State Disposal System (SDS) 
Construction Stormwater permit from the MPCA.

4.2.8 Wetlands and Water Resources

Wetland impact avoidance measures that shall be implemented during design and 
construction of the transmission line will include spacing and placing the power poles at 
variable distances to span and avoid wetlands, watercourses, and floodplains. 
Unavoidable wetland impacts as a result of the placement of poles shall be limited to the 
immediate area around the poles. To minimize impacts, construction in wetland areas 
shall occur during frozen ground conditions. When construction during winter is not 
possible, wooden or composite mats shall be used to protect wetland vegetation. Soil 
excavated from the wetlands and riparian areas shall be contained and not placed back 
into the wetland or riparian area. 
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Wetlands and riparian areas shall be accessed using the shortest route possible in order to 
minimize travel through wetland areas and prevent unnecessary impacts. No staging or 
stringing set up areas shall be placed within or adjacent to wetlands or water resources, as 
practicable. Power pole structures shall be assembled on upland areas before they are 
brought to the site for installation. Areas disturbed by construction activities shall be 
restored to pre-construction conditions. 

All requirements of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (wetlands under federal 
jurisdiction), Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (Public Waters/Wetlands), and 
County (wetlands under the jurisdiction of the Minnesota Wetland Conservation Act) 
shall be met.

4.2.9 Temporary Work Space 

The Permittee shall limit temporary easements to special construction access needs and 
additional staging or lay-down areas required outside of the authorized right-of-way. 
Temporary space shall be selected to limit the removal and impacts to vegetation.
Temporary easements outside of the authorized transmission line right-of-way will be 
obtained from affected landowners through rental agreements and are not provided for in 
this permit.

Temporary driveways may be constructed between the roadway and the structures to 
minimize impact using the shortest route possible. Construction mats should also be used 
to minimize impacts on access paths and construction areas.  

4.2.10 Restoration

The Permittee shall restore the right-of-way, temporary work spaces, access roads, 
abandoned right-of-way, and other public or private lands affected by construction of the 
transmission line. Restoration within the right-of-way must be compatible with the safe 
operation, maintenance, and inspection of the transmission line. Within 60 days after 
completion of all restoration activities, the Permittee shall advise the Commission in 
writing of the completion of such activities.

The Permittee shall fairly compensate landowners for damage to crops, fences, 
landscaping, drain tile, or other damages sustained during construction. 

4.2.11 Notice of Permit
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The Permittee shall inform all employees, contractors, and other persons involved in the 
transmission line construction of the terms and conditions of this permit.  

4.3 Periodic Status Reports

The Permittee shall report to the Commission on progress regarding finalization of the route, 
design of structures, and construction of the transmission line. The Permittee need not report 
more frequently than monthly. 

4.4 Complaint Procedures 

Prior to the start of construction, the Permittee shall submit to the Commission the procedures 
that will be used to receive and respond to complaints. The procedures shall be in accordance 
with the requirements set forth in the complaint procedures attached to this permit [Attachment]. 

4.5 Notification to Landowners

The Permittee shall provide all affected landowners with a copy of this permit and, as a separate 
information piece, the complaint procedures at the time of the first contact with the landowners 
after issuance of this permit. The Permittee shall contact landowners prior to entering the 
property or conducting maintenance along the route.  

The Permittee shall work with landowners to locate the high-voltage transmission line to 
minimize the loss of agricultural land, forest, and wetlands, and to avoid homes and farmsteads.

4.6 Completion of Construction 

4.6.1 Notification to Commission

At least three days before the line is to be placed into service, the Permittee shall notify 
the Commission of the date on which the line will be placed into service and the date on 
which construction was complete.  

4.6.2 As-Builts

Within 60 days after completion of construction, the Permittee shall submit copies of all
final as-built plans and specifications developed during the project. 

4.6.3 GPS Data
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Within 60 days after completion of construction, the Permittee shall submit to the 
Commission, in the format requested by the Commission, geo-spatial information (e.g., 
ArcGIS compatible map files, GPS coordinates, associated database of characteristics)
for all structures associated with the transmission line and each substation connected. 

4.7 Electrical Performance Standards 

4.7.1 Grounding 

The Permittee shall design, construct, and operate the transmission line in a manner so
that the maximum induced steady-state short-circuit current shall be limited to five 
milliamperes root mean square (rms) alternating current between the ground and any non-
stationary object within the right-of-way, including but not limited to large motor 
vehicles and agricultural equipment. All fixed metallic objects on or off the right-of-way, 
except electric fences that parallel or cross the right-of-way, shall be grounded to the 
extent necessary to limit the induced short-circuit current between ground and the object 
so as not to exceed one milliampere rms under steady state conditions of the transmission 
line and to comply with the ground fault conditions specified in the NESC. The Permittee
shall address and rectify any induced current problems that arise during transmission line 
operation. 

4.7.2 Electric Field

The transmission line shall be designed, constructed, and operated in such a manner that 
the electric field measured one meter above ground level immediately below the 
transmission line shall not exceed 8.0 kV/m rms.

4.7.3 Interference with Communication Devices

If interference with radio or television, satellite, wireless internet, GPS-based agriculture 
navigation systems or other communication devices is caused by the presence or 
operation of the transmission line, the Permittee shall take whatever action is feasible to 
restore or provide reception equivalent to reception levels in the immediate area just prior 
to the construction of the line. 

4.8 Other Requirements 

4.8.1 Applicable Codes 
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The Permittee shall comply with applicable NERC planning standards and requirements 
of the NESC including clearances to ground, clearance to crossing utilities, clearance to 
buildings, right-of way widths, erecting power poles, and stringing of transmission line 
conductors. 

4.8.2 Other Permits

The Permittee shall comply with all applicable state rules and statutes. The Permittee
shall obtain all required permits for the project and comply with the conditions of these 
permits. A list of the required permits is included in the permit application. The Permittee 
shall submit a copy of such permits to the Commission upon request. 

4.8.3 Pre-emption

Pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 216E.10, this route permit shall be the sole approval required to 
be obtained by the Permittee for construction of the transmission facilities and this permit 
shall supersede and preempt all zoning, building, or land use rules, regulations, or 
ordinances promulgated by regional, county, local and special purpose government.  

4.8.4 Archaeological and Historic Resources

The Permittee shall make every effort to avoid impacts to identified archaeological and 
historic resources when installing the high-voltage transmission line on the approved 
route. In the event that a resource is encountered, the State Historic Preservation Office 
should be contacted and consulted; the nature of the resource should be identified; and a 
determination should be made on the eligibility for listing in the National Register of 
Historic Places. Where feasible, avoidance of the resource is required.

4.8.5 Avian Mitigation

The Permittee’s standard transmission design shall incorporate adequate spacing of 
conductors and grounding devices in accordance with Avian Power Line Interaction 
Committee standards to eliminate the risk of electrocution to raptors with larger 
wingspans that may simultaneously come in contact with a conductor and grounding 
devices.

4.9 Delay in Construction 

If the Permittee has not commenced construction or improvement of the route within four years 
after the date of issuance of this permit the Permittee shall file a report on the failure to construct 
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and the Commission shall consider suspension of the permit in accordance with Minn. Rules, 
part 7850.4700. 

4.10 Special Conditions

The Permittee shall provide a report to the Commission as part of the plan and profile submission 
that describes the actions taken and mitigative measures developed regarding the project and the 
following special conditions. 

[Describe any special conditions] 

Examples of special conditions included in permits: 
Avian Mitigation Plan
Environmental Control Plan
Agriculture Mitigation Plan
Vegetation Management Plan
Property Restrictions
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources Requirements
Minnesota Pollution Control Requirements
Minnesota State Historical Preservation Office Requirements
Minnesota Department of Transportation Requirements

5.0 PERMIT AMENDMENT 

This permit may be amended at any time by the Commission. Any person may request an 
amendment of the conditions of this permit by submitting a request to the Commission in writing 
describing the amendment sought and the reasons for the amendment. The Commission will mail 
notice of receipt of the request to the Permittee. The Commission may amend the conditions after 
affording the Permittee and interested persons such process as is required.  

6.0 TRANSFER OF PERMIT 

The Permittee may request at any time that the Commission transfer this permit to another 
person or entity. The Permittee shall provide the name and description of the person or entity to 
whom the permit is requested to be transferred, the reasons for the transfer, a description of the 
facilities affected, and the proposed effective date of the transfer.  

The person to whom the permit is to be transferred shall provide the Commission with such 
information as the Commission shall require to determine whether the new Permittee can comply 
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with the conditions of the permit. The Commission may authorize transfer of the permit after 
affording the Permittee, the new Permittee, and interested persons such process as is required. 

7.0 REVOCATION OR SUSPENSION OF THE PERMIT 

The Commission may initiate action to revoke or suspend this permit at any time. The 
Commission shall act in accordance with the requirements of Minn. Rules, part 7850.5100, to 
revoke or suspend the permit. 
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ATTACHMENT [   ] 

MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMPLAINT HANDLING PROCEDURES FOR

HIGH-VOLTAGE TRANSMISSION LINES

A. Purpose

To establish a uniform and timely method of reporting complaints received by the 
permittee concerning permit conditions for site preparation, construction, cleanup and 
restoration, operation, and resolution of such complaints. 

B. Scope

This document describes complaint reporting procedures and frequency.  

C. Applicability

The procedures shall be used for all complaints received by the permittee and all 
complaints received by the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission (Commission) under 
Minn. Rules, parts 7829.1500 or 7829.1700 relevant to this permit. 

D. Definitions

Complaint: A verbal or written statement presented to the permittees by a person 
expressing dissatisfaction or concern regarding site preparation, cleanup or restoration or 
other route and associated facilities permit conditions. Complaints do not include 
requests, inquiries, questions or general comments. 

Substantial Complaint: A written complaint alleging a violation of a specific permit 
condition that, if substantiated, could result in permit modification or suspension pursuant 
to the applicable regulations. 

Unresolved Complaint: A complaint which, despite the good faith efforts of the 
permittee and a person, remains to both or one of the parties unresolved or 
unsatisfactorily resolved.  

Person: An individual, partnership, joint venture, private or public corporation, 
association, firm, public service company, cooperative, political subdivision, municipal 
corporation, government agency, public utility district, or any other entity, public or 
private, however organized. 

E. Complaint Documentation and Processing

1. The permittee shall designate an individual to summarize complaints for the
Commission. This person’s name, phone number and email address shall accompany
all complaint submittals.
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ATTACHMENT [   ] 

2. A person presenting the complaint should to the extent possible, include the following 
information in their communications:

a. name, address, phone number, and email address; 
b. date of complaint; 
c. tract or parcel number; and 
d. whether the complaint relates to a permit matter or a compliance issue.

3. The permittee shall document all complaints by maintaining a record of all applicable 
information concerning the complaint, including the following: 

a. docket number and project name; 
b. name of complainant, address, phone number and email address; 
c. precise description of property or parcel number; 
d. name of permittee representative receiving complaint and date of receipt;
e. nature of complaint and the applicable permit condition(s); 
f. activities undertaken to resolve the complaint; and
g. final disposition of the complaint. 

F. Reporting Requirements

The permittee shall commence complaint reporting at the beginning of project 
construction and continue through the term of the permit. The permittee shall report all 
complaints to the Commission according to the following schedule: 

  
Immediate Reports: All substantial complaints shall be reported to the Commission the 
same day received, or on the following working day for complaints received after 
working hours. Such reports are to be directed to the Commission’s Consumer Affairs 
Office at 1-800-657-3782 (voice messages are acceptable) or consumer.puc@state.mn.us.
For e-mail reporting, the email subject line should read “EFP Complaint” and include the 
appropriate project docket number. 

Monthly Reports: By the 15th of each month, a summary of all complaints, including 
substantial complaints received or resolved during the preceding month, shall be filed to 
Dr. Burl W. Haar, Executive Secretary, Public Utilities Commission, using the eDockets 
system. The eDockets system is located at:  
https://www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFiling/home.jsp

If no complaints were received during the preceding month, the permittee shall submit 
(eFile) a summary indicating that no complaints were received.

G. Complaints Received by the Commission

Complaints received directly by the Commission from aggrieved persons regarding site 
preparation, construction, cleanup, restoration, operation and maintenance shall be 
promptly sent to the permittee.
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ATTACHMENT [   ] 

H. Commission Process for Unresolved Complaints

Commission staff shall perform an initial evaluation of unresolved complaints submitted 
to the Commission. Complaints raising substantial permit issues shall be processed and 
resolved by the Commission. Staff shall notify the permittee and appropriate persons if it 
determines that the complaint is a substantial complaint. With respect to such complaints, 
each party shall submit a written summary of its position to the Commission no later than
ten (10) days after receipt of the staff notification. The complaint will be presented to the 
Commission for a decision as soon as practicable. 

I. Permittee Contacts for Complaints and Complaint Reporting

Complaints may filed by mail or email to:

[Permittee Name] 
[Permittee Complaint Contact] 
[Permittee Address] 
[Permittee Telephone Number] 
[Permittee Email] 

This information shall be maintained current by informing the Commission of any 
changes by eFiling, as they become effective.
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ATTACHMENT [   ]

MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMPLIANCE FILING PROCEDURE FOR

PERMITTED ENERGY FACILITIES

A. Purpose

To establish a uniform and timely method of submitting information required by the 
Commission energy facility permits.  

B. Scope and Applicability

This procedure encompasses all compliance filings required by permit.

C. Definitions

Compliance Filing: A filing of information to the Commission, where the information is 
required by a Commission site or route permit.

D. Responsibilities

1. The permittee shall eFile all compliance filings with Dr. Burl W. Haar, Executive 
Secretary, Public Utilities Commission, through the eDockets system. The eDockets 
system is located at:  https://www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFiling/home.jsp

General instructions are provided on the eDockets website. Permittees must register 
on the website to eFile documents.

2. All filings must have a cover sheet that includes:

a. Date
b. Name of submitter/permittee
c. Type of permit (site or route)
d. Project location
e. Project docket number 
f. Permit section under which the filing is made
g. Short description of the filing

3. Filings that are graphic intensive (e.g., maps, engineered drawings) must, in addition 
to being eFiled, be submitted as paper copies and on CD. Paper copies and CDs 
should be sent to: 1) Dr. Burl W. Haar, Executive Secretary, Minnesota Public 
Utilities Commission, 121 7th Place East, Suite 350, St. Paul, MN 55101-2147, and 
2) Department of Commerce, Energy Facility Permitting, 85 7th Place East, Suite 
500, St. Paul, MN 55101-2198.

 The Commission may request a paper copy of any eFiled document. 
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ATTACHMENT [   ]

PERMIT COMPLIANCE FILINGS1

PERMITTEE: 
PERMIT TYPE:
PROJECT LOCATION:
PUC DOCKET NUMBER:

Filing 
Number 

Permit 
Section Description of Compliance Filing Due Date

1 This compilation of permit compliance filings is provided for the convenience of the permittee and the 
Commission. It is not a substitute for the permit; the language of the permit controls.
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STATE OF MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ROUTE PERMIT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF A HIGH-VOLTAGE TRANSMISSION 
LINE AND ASSOCIATED FACILITIES

IN
JACKSON, MARTIN, AND FARIBAULT COUNTIES

ISSUED TO
ITC MIDWEST LLC

PUC DOCKET NO. ET-6675/TL-12-1337

In accordance with the requirements of Minnesota Statutes Chapter 216E and Minnesota Rules 
Chapter 7850 this route permit is hereby issued to:

ITC MIDWEST LLC

ITC Midwest LLC is authorized by this route permit to construct and operate approximately 75 
miles of new 345 kilovolt transmission line in Jackson, Martin, and Faribault counties, Minnesota. 

The transmission line and associated facilities shall be built within the route identified in this 
permit and as portrayed on the official route maps, and in compliance with the conditions 
specified in this permit. 

Approved and adopted this  25th  day of November, 2014 

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

___________________________________________
Burl W. Haar,
Executive Secretary

This document can be made available in alternative formats (e.g., large print or audio) by 
calling 651.296.0406 (voice). Persons with hearing loss or speech disabilities may call us 
through their preferred Telecommunications Relay Service.
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1.0 ROUTE PERMIT

The Minnesota Public Utilities Commission (Commission) hereby issues this route permit to ITC 
Midwest LLC pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Chapter 216E and Minnesota Rules Chapter 7850. 
This permit authorizes ITC Midwest LLC (Permittee) to construct and operate approximately 75 
miles of new 345 kilovolt (kV) transmission line in Jackson, Martin, and Faribault counties, 
Minnesota, and as identified in the attached route permit maps, hereby incorporated into this 
document. 

1.1 Pre-emption

Pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 216E.10, this route permit shall be the sole approval required to be 
obtained by the Permittee for construction of the transmission facilities and this permit shall 
supersede and preempt all zoning, building, or land use rules, regulations, or ordinances 
promulgated by regional, county, local and special purpose government. 

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The Project includes the construction and operation of approximately 75 miles of new 345 kV 
transmission line in Jackson, Martin, and Faribault counties. The 345 kV transmission line would 
run east from the existing Lakefield Junction substation near the city of Lakefield in Jackson 
County, crossing Martin County to a new Huntley substation near the city of Winnebago in 
Faribault County. From the new Huntley substation, the transmission line would proceed south 
crossing the Minnesota-Iowa border near the city of Elmore, Minnesota. The Project also 
includes expanding the existing Lakefield Junction substation, constructing a new Huntley 
substation, reconfiguring several existing 69 kV and 161 kV transmission lines, and 
decommissioning the Winnebago substation. 

2.1 Project Location

The Project is located in southern Minnesota in Jackson, Martin, and Faribault counties, 
specifically within the townships of Hunter, Des Moines, Belmont, Wisconsin, Jay, Manyaska, 
Fox Lake, Fraser, Rutland, Center Creek, Verona, Jo Daviess, and Pilot Grove. 

County Township Name Township Range Section

Jackson

Hunter T102N R36W 1, 2, 3
Des Moines T102N R35W 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6
Belmont T103N R35W 34, 35, 36
Wisconsin T012N R34W 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6
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County Township Name Township Range Section

Martin

Jay T102N R33W 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6
Manyaska T102N R32W 2, 3, 4, 5, 6
Fox Lake T103N R32W 13, 24, 25, 26, 35, 36

Fraser T103N R31W 
13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 
19, 30 

Rutland T103N R30W 
13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18,
19, 20, 21 

Center Creek T103N R29W 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18

Faribault
Verona T103N R28W 

9, 10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 
17, 18, 22, 23, 26, 35 

Jo Daviess T102N R28W 2, 11, 14, 23, 26, 35
Pilot Grove T101N R28W 2, 11, 14, 23, 26, 35, 36

2.2 Associated Facilities and Substations

The associated facilities for the Project include expansion of the existing Lakefield Junction 
substation, removal of the existing Winnebago Junction substation, construction of the new 
Huntley substation, reconfiguration of four 161 kV transmission lines, and reconfiguration of 
three 69 kV transmission lines to be constructed to 161 kV standards. 

2.2.1 Lakefield Junction Substation 

The Lakefield Junction substation is located in the southwest quarter of the northeast quarter of 
Section 3 in Hunter Township. The substation will be expanded east approximately three acres to 
house additional equipment as part of the Project. Grading will be required over the full three 
acres. The fenced area will only be expanded by approximately 2.2 acres. New equipment will 
include one 345 kV bay using one position and a future bay position to allow for three future 
connections. 

2.2.2 Winnebago Junction Substation 

The Winnebago Junction substation is located in the northwest quarter of the southeast quarter of 
Section of Section 11 in Verona Township. The substation will be decommissioned as part of the 
Project. Decommissioning will entail the removal of all substation infrastructure at the site 
including electrical equipment, foundations, gravel, and fencing. One 161 kV transmission line 
and two 69 kV transmission lines will remain on the property after the substation infrastructure is 
removed.  
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The site will be allowed to return to its natural state by reestablishing vegetation in areas not 
crossed by the remaining transmission line rights-of-way. ITC Midwest will continue to own and 
operate transmission lines across the parcel.

2.2.3 Huntley Substation 

The new Huntley substation will be constructed on a 32-acre parcel located in the southwest 
quarter of the southeast quarter of Section 14 in Verona Township. The substation fenced area 
will be approximately 12 acres and will include a control building. The remainder of the 32-acre 
parcel will be graded to allow for property setbacks, line clearances, retention pond, and road 
access requirements. Equipment to be installed within the fenced area includes a 40 MVAR bank 
of reactors, one 345 kV/161 kV transformer, two 161 kV/69 kV transformers, two 345 kV 
breaker-and-a-half bays with three 345 kV breakers, four 161 kV breaker-and-a-half bays with 
eleven 161 kV breakers, three 69 kV breakers, associated switches, steel, foundations, and dead 
end structures. The substation will be designed to allow for future installation of two 345 kV 
breaker-and-a-half bays and one additional 161 kV breaker-and-a-half bay.

2.2.4 Transmission Line Reconfiguration 

The Project will include the reconfiguration of four existing 161 kV transmission lines and three 
existing 69 kV transmission that currently terminate at the Winnebago Junction substation that 
will be decommissioned. The seven transmission lines will be reconfigured and rerouted from 
the Winnebago Junction substation to the Huntley substation as follows: 

The existing 161 kV Rutland – Winnebago Junction will be constructed on single pole 
double-circuit structures with the new 345 kV transmission line and operated at 345 
kV/161 kV. 

The existing 161 kV N.B.E.I – Winnebago Junction and the 69 kV Winnebago Local – 
Winnebago Junction transmission lines will be constructed on single pole double-circuit 
structures to 161 kV/161 kV standards but operated at 161 kV/69 kV (Local/N.B.E.I – 
Huntley). 

The existing 161 kV Freeborn – Winnebago Junction and the 69 kV Blue Earth – 
Winnebago Junction transmission lines will be constructed on single pole double-circuit 
structures to 161 kV/161 kV standards but operated at 161 kV/69 kV (Blue 
Earth/Freeborn – Huntley). 
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The existing 69 kV Walters – Winnebago Junction transmission will not be co-located 
with another line but will instead be constructed on single pole structures to 161 kV 
standards but operated at 69 kV (Walters – Huntley). 

The portions of rights-of-way currently occupied by the existing 161 kV Rutland – Winnebago 
Junction and the 69 kV Blue Earth – Winnebago Junction transmission lines will no longer be 
needed after the Project is constructed and will be abandoned. 

2.3 Structures

The primary tangent structures authorized for the Project be will single pole galvanized or self-
weathering steel davit arm structures capable of supporting one 345 kV circuit and one 161 kV 
circuit. The structures will be 130 to 190 feet in height with an average span of 700 to 1,000 feet 
between structures and will be supported by an approximately 8-foot diameter 25-foot deep 
drilled pier concrete foundation. 

Specialty structures authorized for the Project may include angle, dead-end, H-frame, multiple 
pole, and low profile. The table below details specifics on the various structure types as 
presented in the route permit application. 

Line Type
Initial

Operation
Structure 

Type

Right-of-
way 

(feet)

Height 
(feet)

Structure 
Base

Foundation
Span 
(feet)

Diameter (feet)

345 kV/161 kV
345 kV/161 kV

or
345 kV/None

Single Pole
Davit Arm

150 130-190 5-9 8-12 700-1,000

Single Pole
Davit Arm

Low Profile
150 100-160 5-9 8-12 500-1,000

Two Pole 150 130-190 9 12 700-1,000

Three Pole
Low Profile

150 100-160 9 12 500-1,000

345 kV/161 
kV/69 kV

345 kV/161 
kV/69 kV

Single Pole 
Davit Arm 150 175-195 9 12 600-800

345 kV/161 
kV/69 kV

345 kV/161 
kV/69 kV

2 Pole 
Deadend 150 175-195 11 14 600-800

345 kV/161 
kV/69 kV 345/69 kV

Single pole 
davit arm 

with 
Underbuild

150 130-190 7 10 600-800

4 

EXEXEX5 kV/161 EXAMPLE
kVkV

erage spaerage sp
8-foot -foo diametediamete

nclude nclude angle, deadangle, dead
ecifics on the varioifics on the vario

ructure ruc
TypeType

RightRight--ofof-f
way w

(fe(feMMMMMAMMAM
XAM

or ENoneEXAXASingle Pol

EXADavit ArmAXXXAAA
EXA
EXEXSi

EXDEEXEXEX

B-45



345 kV/161 
kV/69 kV 345/69 kV 1 Pole 

Deadend 150 130-190 11 14 600-800

345 kV/161 kV 345 kV/69 kV

Single Pole 
Davit Arm

150 130-190 5-9 8-12 700-1,000

Two Pole 150 130-190 9 12 700-1000

161 kV/161 kV
161 kV/161 kV

or
161 kV/69 kV

Single Pole
Braced Post

100 80-120 3.5-7 10 (Angle) 600-800

Single Pole
Davit Arm

100 80-120 7 10 600-800

161 kV 69 kV

Single Pole
Braced Post

100 70-110 3-5 8 (Angle) 600-800

Single Pole
Davit Arm

100 70-110 5 8 600-800

Note: All structures will be comprised of galvanized or self-weathering steel.

2.4 Conductors

Each 345 kV phase wire for the Project will consist of two twisted pair Drake 795-circular mil 
26/7 aluminum conductor steel reinforced (ACSR) conductors, or equivalent 3,000 amp 
conductor. Each ACSR cable consists of a core of seven steel conductors surrounded by 26 
aluminum strands. The 345 kV twisted pair conductors (two sets for each of the three phases) 
will have a capacity equivalent to 3,000 amps. The same conductor and bundled configuration 
will be used for all the 345 kV sections of the transmission line in Minnesota. The minimum 
conductor clearance for the 345 kV transmission line between the ground and lowest point of the 
conductor will measure 35 feet.

Each 161 kV phase wire for the Project will consist of twisted pair Drake 795-circular mil 26/7 
(ACSR) conductors, or equivalent 1,600 ampere conductor. The 161 kV line from N.B.E.I. to 
Huntley will consist of aluminum conductor steel supported 565-circular mil Calumet, or 
equivalent 1,400 amp conductor. The minimum conductor clearance for the 161 kV transmission 
line between the ground and lowest point of the conductor will measure 25 feet. 

The 69 kV transmission lines to be relocated from the Winnebago Junction substation to the 
Huntley substation will consist of twisted pair Drake 795-circular mil 26/7 ACSR conductors, or 
comparable conductor. Other 69 kV conductors for the Project will consist of 600 amp 
conductor, or equivalent conductor. The minimum conductor clearance for the 69 kV 
transmission line between the ground and lowest point of the conductor will measure 21 feet. 
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An approximately 1-inch diameter shield wire will be installed above the conductors for 
lightning protection. The shield wire may include a fiber optic cable that allows for substation 
protection equipment to communicate with other terminals on the line.

2.5 Safety Codes and Design Requirements

The transmission line and associated facilities shall be designed to meet or exceed all relevant 
local and state codes, the National Electric Safety Code (NESC), and North American Electric 
Reliability Corporation (NERC) requirements. This includes standards relating to clearances to 
ground, clearance to crossing utilities, clearance to buildings, strength of materials, clearances 
over roadways, right-of-way widths, and permit requirements. The transmission line shall be 
equipped with protective devices to safeguard the public if an accident occurs. 

3.0 DESIGNATED ROUTE 

The route for the Project will vary in  width from 1,000 feet and 2,200 feet. The widths greater 
than 1,000 feet are as follows:  Des Moines River (1,400 feet); south of Lake Charlotte (1,200 
feet); east of Lake Charlotte near State Highway 15 (1,400 feet); south of and adjacent to the 
Proposed Huntley substation (2,200 feet); and  along the Blue Earth River south of the Proposed 
Huntley Substation (1,700 feet). 

3.1 Lakefield Junction to Huntley – Jackson County 

In Jackson County, the route originates at ITC Midwest’s existing Lakefield Junction substation, 
located in Section 3 in Hunter Township. The route extends southeast from the Lakefield 
Junction Substation approximately 0.5 mile (north of 810th Street) and joins the existing 
Lakefield to Border 161 kV transmission line. It continues east approximately 0.5 mile until 
crossing 470th Street. From here, the route continues east through the middle of Sections 2 and 1 
in Hunter Township for approximately two miles until reaching 490th Avenue. Before reaching 
490th Avenue and for a short distance after crossing 490th Avenue, the route deviates slightly 
from the existing Lakefield to Border 161 kV transmission line. The existing 161 kV line will be 
removed from its current location and co-located with the new 345 kV line for approximately 
1,900 feet as it crosses 490th Avenue. The route continues east through the middle of Sections 6 
and 5 in Des Moines Township for approximately 1.8 miles. The route then turns to the southeast 
then east for approximately 1.6 miles crossing through the southern half of Section 4 in Des 
Moines Township to the middle of Section 3 where the route reaches the western bank of the Des 
Moines River. From this location, there are two options for crossing the Des Moines River in 
Section 3 of Des Moines Township. Both options would remove the existing Lakefield to Border 
161 kV transmission line for 1.5 mile through Section 2 and the western half of Section 1 of Des 
Moines Township. In this area, the route width expands to a maximum of 1,400 feet for 
approximately 0.5 mile: 
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Alignment Option 1

The first option for crossing the Des Moines River is to follow the alignment, which 
deviates from the existing Lakefield to Border 161 kV transmission line to cross the Des 
Moines River perpendicularly for approximately 2,700 feet in a northeast direction. From 
this point, the alignment turns north before reaching Section 2 of Des Moines Township. 
Use of route alignment across the Des Moines River would remove the existing Lakefield 
to Border 161 kV transmission line from its current crossing of the Des Moines River.  

Alignment Option 2

The second option for crossing the Des Moines River is to follow an alignment, which 
crosses the Des Moines River along the existing Lakefield to Border 161 kV transmission 
line centerline for approximately 3,100 feet in a northeast, then east direction. From this 
point, the alignment turns north before reaching Section 2 of Des Moines Township.  

After the crossing of the Des Moines River, the route continues north for another 0.5 mile to 
820th Street, where it turns east. The route extends along 820th Street for 0.6 mile, continuing 
east for an additional mile and across U.S. Highway 71 between Sections 3, 2, and 1 of Des 
Moines Township and 34, 35, and 36 of Belmont Township, respectively. The route then turns 
south, 0.5 mile east of U.S. Highway 71 in Section 1 of Des Moines Township. The route 
extends south for 0.5 mile and rejoins the alignment of the existing Lakefield to Border 161 kV 
transmission line. It turns east in the middle of Section 1 of Des Moines Township, and extends 
another 0.5 mile to 550th Avenue/County Road 23 and Wisconsin Township. From here, the 
route continues through the middle of Sections 6, 5, 4, 3, 2, and 1 of Wisconsin Township along 
field lines for approximately 6 miles until reaching 10th Avenue and the Martin County line. In 
Section 5, the route deviates from the existing Lakefield to Border 161 kV transmission line for 
1,300 feet and the 161 kV and 345 kV transmission lines would be co-located along the new 
alignment.

3.2 Lakefield Junction to Huntley – Martin County

In Martin County, the route continues eastward in Jay Township from the Jackson County 
border. Between Section 6 and 5 at 20th Street, the existing 161 kV line will be relocated, and 
co-located with the 345 kV line for approximately 2,000 feet. The route continues through the 
middle of Sections 6, 5, 4, 3, 2 and 1 for six miles until just west of Fox Lake. The route 
continues east through the middle of Section 6 of Manyaska Township in Section 6 for one mile. 
The route then deviates from the existing Lakefield to Border 161 kV transmission line, 
continues east into Section 5 for approximately 0.3 mile and continues east before turning south 
across Interstate 90 and then east along the south side of the Interstate for 1.7 miles through 
Sections 5 and 4 of Manyaska Township.  
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The existing ITC Midwest 69 kV Fox Lake to Fairmont transmission line currently located north 
of 125th Street would be removed from this location and would be co-located with the new 345 
kV transmission line along the new route south of Interstate 90. At the border between Sections 4 
and 3 of Manyaska Township, the route crosses to the north side of Interstate 90 and 125th 
Street, before turning east for approximately 0.8 mile. The route continues east, north, and 
northeast along the existing ITC Midwest 69 kV Fox Lake to Fairmont transmission line for 
approximately 1.3 miles through Sections 3 and 2 of Manyaska Township and Section 35 of Fox 
Lake Township, crossing over an existing Union Pacific Railroad line and 110th and 120th 
Avenues. In Section 35 of Fox Lake Township, the route A continues north and separates from 
the existing 69 kV transmission line where it turns east. The route continues north in Section 35 
of Fox Lake Township for approximately 0.5 mile crosses into Section 26 at 140th Street where 
it turns east. The route continues east along the border of Sections 26/35 and 25/36 along 140th 
Street for 1.5 miles where it reaches 130th Avenue, and turns to the north. The route continues 
north along 130th Avenue for approximately 2.5 miles through Sections 30, 19, and 18 of Frasier 
Township where it rejoins the existing Lakefield to Border 161 kV transmission line.

The route turns east along field lines through the center of Sections 18, 17, 16, 15, 14, and 13 of 
Frasier Township for approximately 5.5 miles. In Section 17, the existing 161 kV line is 
proposed to be relocated with the new 345 kV for approximately 1,000 feet; and in 1,500 feet in 
Section 15. In the middle of Section 13 of Frasier Township, the route turns south, deviating 
from the existing Lakefield to Border 161 kV transmission line that extends across Lake 
Charlotte. The route continues south along a field line for 0.5 mile where it turns east along 
160th Street. The route continues east along of 160th Street for approximately 0.5 mile until 
crossing 190th Avenue and into Rutland Township. 

In Rutland Township, the route continues along 160th Street and along the existing Great River 
Energy FE-RU 69 kV transmission line as it continues east for approximately 2.2 miles between 
Sections 18 and 19, and 17 and 20 of Rutland Township. Along this section, the route width is 
expanded to approximately 1,200 feet and the existing line is proposed to be relocated slightly 
for approximately 1,100 feet along 160th Street. As the route crosses between Sections 16 and 21 
of Rutland Township, it is no longer co-located with the existing 69 kV transmission line. The 
route continues east along 160th Street for 0.5 mile where it turns north along a field line for 
approximately 0.5 mile before turning east and rejoining with the existing Lakefield to Border 
161 kV transmission line in Section 16 of Rutland Township. From Section 16 into Section 15 of 
Rutland Township, the route width is expanded to approximately 1,400 feet and the existing 161 
kV line is proposed to be relocated slightly for approximately 1,600 feet just west of 220th 
Avenue/State Highway 15.  
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The route crosses State Highway 15 and continues east along field lines for 3.5 miles through 
Sections 16, 15, 14, and 13 of Rutland Township before entering Center Creek Township, 
crossing 230th and 240th Avenues and Judicial Ditch Number Three. The route continues east 
for approximately one mile, crossing 255th Avenue and County Highway 53 (260th Avenue) in 
Section 18 of Center Creek Township. It continues east for an additional five miles along field 
lines through Sections 17, 16, 15, 14, and 13, of Center Creek Township, crossing 265th, 280th, 
288th, 290th (County Road 159), 293rd (County Highway 59), and 298th Avenues before 
reaching the Faribault County line. In this area, the route also crosses Judicial Ditches One, 
Twenty-Eight, and Forty. The route also crosses a Canadian Pacific rail line in the middle of 
Section 13 of Center Creek Township. 

3.3 Lakefield Junction to Huntley – Faribault County

From the Martin/Faribault County border, the route extends northeast into Verona Township 
through Sections 18, 17, 9/16, and 10/15 for approximately 3.2 miles, still co-located with the 
existing Lakefield to Border 161 kV transmission line. The route then turns south along a field 
line in Section 15 of Verona Township to 160th Street. At this point the existing 161 kV line that 
continues east to the existing Huntley substation site would be removed and collocated with the 
new 345 kV line. At 160th Street, Modified Route A turns east and continues along the north 
side of the road between Sections 15/22 and 14/23 of Verona Township for approximately 1.3 
miles to the new Huntley substation site.

3.4 Huntley to Iowa Border – Faribault County

Just south of the Huntley Substation in Section 23 of Verona Township, the route includes a 
wider triangular-shaped area measuring 2,200 feet at its widest along the southern boundary of 
the new Huntley substation to accommodate positioning of the circuits into the substation. From 
the new Huntley substation, the route extends south along the existing Lakefield to Border 161 
kV transmission line for approximately 0.3 mile where it turns southwest along the west bank of 
the Blue Earth River in Section 23 of Verona Township. The route then continues south and then 
southeast, reconnecting with the existing Lakefield to Border 161 kV transmission line 
approximately 0.4 mile (approximately 400 feet) before 150th Street. This area is approximately 
0.9 mile long through Section 23 in Verona Township and has an expanded route width of 
approximately 2,200 feet. The existing Lakefield to Border 161 kV transmission line will be 
moved from its current alignment in Section 23 to follow the new route in this area. The route 
then continues south along the existing line for approximately two miles in Verona Township, 
Sections 23, 26, and 35. It crosses 160th, 150th, 140th, and 130th (County Highway 8) Streets, as 
well as South Creek in several locations.  
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The route continues south approximately two miles along field lines into Jo Daviess Township 
through Sections 2 and 11, crossing Interstate 90, 120th Street, County Ditch Number Sixty, and 
115th Street. After crossing 115th Street, the route follows 355th Avenue for 0.5 mile, crossing a 
rail line and extending to 110th Street (County Highway 16). The route then continues south 
from 110th Street along the existing 161 kV line for two miles, through Sections 14 and 23 Jo 
Daviess Township, crossing 100th Street and Little Badger Creek. The route deviates from the 
existing 161 kV Lakefield to Border transmission line and turns southeast as it crosses 90th 
Street (County Highway 6). The route continues south and then back west to join with the 
existing 161 kV line. A portion of the existing 161 kV line would be relocated in Section 26 of 
Jo Daviess Township to move it farther from a home for approximately 1,000 feet where the new 
route crosses 85th Street. The route continues south along the existing Lakefield to Border 161 
kV Transmission Line and field lines for approximately 1.3 miles through Sections 26 and 35 of 
Jo Daviess Township, crossing 80th and 70th Streets. 

The route enters Pilot Grove Township in Section 2, and extends south, continuing along field 
lines and co-locating with the existing Lakefield to Border 161 kV transmission line, through the 
Pilot Grove Lake WPA and Sections 11, 14 and 23. The route crosses 60th, 50th, 40th, and 30th 
Streets, and follows Judicial Ditch Number Seven for 0.3 mile before crossing it in Section 23. 
The route turns east along 30th Street between Sections 23 and 26 of Pilot Grove Township, 
continuing to follow the existing Lakefield to Border 161 kV transmission line for approximately 
0.5 mile before turning south along 360th Avenue and the existing line. The route continues 
south to the Iowa border along the existing Lakefield to Border 161 kV transmission line through 
Sections 26, 25, 35 and 36 of Pilot Grove Township crossing the West Branch of the Blue Earth 
River (Section 36) before reaching the Minnesota/Iowa border at the intersection of 510th Street 
(Minnesota) and 160th Avenue (Iowa). Between Section 35 and 36, the existing Lakefield to 
Border 161 kV transmission line is proposed to be relocated slightly for approximately 1,400 
feet. 

3.5 Transmission Line Reconfiguration between Winnebago Junction and Huntley 
Substations

The proposed construction configuration of the associated facilities will occur within a 500-foot 
route width between the Winnebago Junction substation and the Huntley substation and a 500-
foot route width approximately 0.4 mile long along 170th Street. The existing Rutland—
Winnebago Junction transmission line will be removed from Sections 11 and 10 of Verona 
Township. The existing Blue Earth—Winnebago Junction transmission line will be removed in 
Section 11 of Verona Township between 170th Street and the Winnebago Junction substation 
(See route maps 2 and 2A). 
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4.0 RIGHT-OF-WAY

The approved rights-of-way for the Project are as follows: 

345 kV single-circuit structures, 161/345 kV double-circuit structures, and 69/161/345 
kV triple-circuit structures shall be constructed and maintained within a 150-foot right-
of-way. The Permittee will have vegetation management rights and will prohibit 
placement of other structures within the 150-foot right-of-way. The Permittee may trim 
or remove trees that pose a threat to the transmission facility within the 25-foot area 
adjacent to and on either side of the 150-foot right-of-way in accordance with the 
Vegetation Management Plan.

345 kV/161 kV double-circuit structures that cross through the Pilot Grove Lake 
Waterfowl Production Area shall be constructed and maintained within the existing 100-
foot right-of-way.

161 kV/161 kV double-circuit capable and 161 kV single-circuit structures shall be 
constructed and maintained within a 100-foot right-of-way. The Permittee will have 
vegetation management rights and will prohibit placement of other structures within the 
100-foot right-of-way. The Permittee may trim or remove trees that pose a threat to the 
transmission facility within the 25-foot area adjacent to and on either side of the 100-foot 
right-of-way in accordance with the Vegetation Management Plan.

The Permittee shall utilize its existing rights-of-way associated with the existing single 
circuit 161 kV transmission line being replaced to the greatest extent possible.

This permit anticipates that the right-of-way will generally conform to the alignment identified 
on the attached route permit maps unless changes are requested by individual landowners and 
agreed to by the Permittee or for unforeseen conditions that are encountered or are otherwise 
provided for by this permit.  

Any alignment modifications within the designated route shall be located so as to have 
comparable overall impacts relative to the factors in Minn. R. 7850.4100, as does the alignment
identified in this permit, and shall be specifically identified and documented in and approved as 
part of the plan and profile submitted pursuant to Section 9.1 of this permit. 
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Where the transmission line route parallels existing highway and other road rights-of-way, the 
transmission line right-of-way shall occupy and utilize the existing right-of-way to the maximum 
extent possible, consistent with the criteria in Minn. R. 7850.4100, the other requirements of this 
permit, and for highways under the jurisdiction of the Minnesota Department of Transportation 
(Mn/DOT) rules, policies, and procedures for accommodating utilities in trunk highway rights-
of-way.

5.0 GENERAL CONDITIONS

The Permittee shall comply with the following conditions during construction of the transmission 
line and associated facilities over the life of this permit.

5.1 Notification to Landowners 

The Permittee shall provide all affected landowners with a copy of this permit and, as a separate 
information piece, the complaint procedures at the time of the first contact with the landowners 
after issuance of this permit. The Permittee shall contact landowners prior to entering the 
property or conducting maintenance along the route. The Permittee shall work with landowners 
to locate the high-voltage transmission line to minimize the loss of agricultural land, forest, and 
wetlands, and to avoid homes and farmsteads. 

At the time of first contact, the Permittee shall also provide all affected landowners with a copy 
of the Department of Commerce’s Rights-of-Way and Easements for Energy Facility 
Construction and Operation fact sheet.1

5.2 Construction Practices 

The Permittee shall follow those specific construction practices and material specifications 
described in ITC Midwest’s Application to the Commission for a Route Permit for the Minnesota 
– Iowa 345 kV Transmission Project and Associated Facilities in Jackson, Martin, and Faribault 
Counties, dated March 28, 2013, unless this permit establishes a different requirement in which 
case this permit shall prevail. 

5.2.1 Field Representative

At least 14 days prior to commencing construction, the Permittee shall advise the 
Commission in writing of the person or persons designated to be the field representative 
for the Permittee with the responsibility to oversee compliance with the conditions of this 
permit during construction.  

1 http://mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities/documents/Easements%20Fact%20Sheet_08.05.14.pdf
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This person shall be accessible by telephone during normal business hours throughout 
right-of-way preparation, construction, cleanup, and restoration.   

The field representative’s address, phone number, emergency phone number, and email 
shall be provided to the Commission and shall be made available to affected landowners, 
residents, public officials and other interested persons. The Permittee may change the 
field representative at any time upon notice to landowners and the Commission.

5.2.2 Employee Training and Education of Permit Terms and Conditions 

The Permittee shall inform all employees, contractors, and other persons involved in the 
transmission line construction of the terms and conditions of this permit.  

5.2.3 Public Services, Public Utilities, and Existing Easements

During construction, the Permittee shall minimize any disruption to public services or 
public utilities. To the extent disruptions to public services or public utilities occur these 
would be temporary and the Permittee will restore service promptly. Where any impacts 
to utilities have the potential to occur the Permittee will work with both landowners and 
local agencies to determine the most appropriate transmission structure placement.  

The Permittee shall work with the landowners, townships, cities, and counties along the 
route to accommodate concerns regarding tree clearing, distance from existing structures, 
drain tiles, pole depth and placement in relationship to existing roads and road expansion 
plans. 

The Permittee shall cooperate with county and city road authorities to develop 
appropriate signage and traffic management during construction. 
  
5.2.4 Temporary Work Space 

The Permittee shall limit temporary easements to special construction access needs and 
additional staging or lay-down areas required outside of the authorized right-of-way. 
Temporary space shall be selected to limit the removal and impacts to vegetation. 
Temporary easements outside of the authorized transmission line right-of-way will be 
obtained from affected landowners through rental agreements and are not provided for in 
this permit.
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Temporary driveways may be constructed between the roadway and the structures to 
minimize impact using the shortest route possible. Construction mats should also be used 
to minimize impacts on access paths and construction areas. 

5.2.5 Noise 

Construction and routine maintenance activities shall be limited to daytime working 
hours, as defined in Minn. R. 7030.0200, to ensure nighttime noise level standards will 
not be exceeded.

5.2.6 Site Sediment and Erosion Control 

The Permittee shall implement those erosion prevention and sediment control practices 
recommended by the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) Construction 
Stormwater Program.

The Permittee shall implement reasonable measures to minimize erosion and 
sedimentation during construction and shall employ perimeter sediment controls, protect 
exposed soil by promptly planting, seeding, using erosion control blankets and turf 
reinforcement mats, stabilizing slopes, protecting storm drain inlets, protecting soil 
stockpiles, and controlling vehicle tracking. Contours shall be graded as required so that 
all surfaces provide for proper drainage, blend with the natural terrain, and are left in a 
condition that will facilitate re-vegetation and prevent erosion. All areas disturbed during 
construction of the facilities shall be returned to pre-construction conditions. 

Where larger areas of one acre or more are disturbed or other areas designated by the 
MPCA, the Permittee shall obtain a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES)/State Disposal System (SDS) Construction Stormwater permit from the MPCA.

5.2.7 Aesthetics

The Permittee shall consider input pertaining to visual impacts from landowners or land 
management agencies prior to final location of structures, rights-of-way, and other areas 
with the potential for visual disturbance. Care shall be used to preserve the natural 
landscape, minimize tree removal and prevent any unnecessary destruction of the natural 
surroundings in the vicinity of the Project during construction and maintenance.  

Structures shall be placed at a distance, consistent with sound engineering principles and 
system reliability criteria, from intersecting roads, highway, or trail crossings and could 
cross roads to minimize or avoid impacts.
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5.2.8 Vegetation Removal and Protection

The Permittee shall minimize the number of trees to be removed in selecting the right-of-
way specifically preserving to the maximum extent practicable windbreaks, shelterbelts,
living snow fences, and vegetation in areas such as trail and stream crossings where 
vegetative screening may minimize aesthetic impacts, to the extent that such actions do 
not violate sound engineering principles or system reliability criteria.

Tall growing species located within the transmission line right-of-way that endanger the 
safe and reliable operation of the transmission facility will be removed by the Permittee. 
The Permittee shall leave undisturbed, to the extent possible, existing low growing 
species in the right-of-way or replant such species in the right-of-way to blend the 
difference between the right-of-way and adjacent areas, to the extent that the low growing 
vegetation that will not pose a threat to the transmission facility or impede construction.

5.2.9 Application of Herbicides 

The Permittee shall restrict herbicide use to those herbicides and methods of application 
approved by the Minnesota Department of Agriculture and the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency. Selective foliage or basal application shall be used when practicable. 
The Permittee shall contact the landowner or his designee to obtain approval for the use 
of herbicide prior to any application on their property. The landowner may request that 
there be no application of herbicides on any part of the right-of-way within the 
landowner's property. All herbicides shall be applied in a safe and cautious manner so as 
not to damage crops, orchards, tree farms, or gardens. 

5.2.10 Noxious Weeds

The Permittee shall take all reasonable precautions against the spread of noxious weeds 
during all phases of construction. When utilizing seed to establish temporary and 
permanent vegetative cover on exposed soil the Permittee shall select site appropriate 
seed certified to be free of noxious weeds. To the extent possible, the Permittee shall use 
native seed mixes. The Permittee shall consult with landowners on the selection and use 
of seed for replanting.

5.2.11 Restoration

The Permittee shall restore the right-of-way, temporary work spaces, access roads, 
abandoned right-of-way, and other public or private lands affected by construction of the 
transmission line. 
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Restoration within the right-of-way must be compatible with the safe operation, 
maintenance, and inspection of the transmission line. Within 60 days after completion of 
all restoration activities, the Permittee shall advise the Commission in writing of the 
completion of such activities. 

5.2.12 Wetlands and Water Resources

Wetland impact avoidance measures that shall be implemented during design and 
construction of the transmission line will include spacing and placing the power poles at 
variable distances to span and avoid wetlands, watercourses, and floodplains. 
Unavoidable wetland impacts as a result of the placement of poles shall be limited to the 
immediate area around the poles. To minimize impacts, construction in wetland areas 
shall occur during frozen ground conditions. When construction during winter is not 
possible, wooden or composite mats shall be used to protect wetland vegetation. Soil 
excavated from the wetlands and riparian areas shall be contained and not placed back 
into the wetland or riparian area. 

Wetlands and riparian areas shall be accessed using the shortest route possible in order to 
minimize travel through wetland areas and prevent unnecessary impacts. No staging or 
stringing set up areas shall be placed within or adjacent to wetlands or water resources, as 
practicable. Power pole structures shall be assembled on upland areas before they are 
brought to the site for installation.

Areas disturbed by construction activities shall be restored to pre-construction conditions. 
Restoration of the wetlands will be performed by Permittee in accordance with the 
requirements of applicable state and federal permits or laws and landowner agreements.

All requirements of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (wetlands under federal 
jurisdiction), Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (Public Waters/Wetlands), and 
County (wetlands under the jurisdiction of the Minnesota Wetland Conservation Act) 
shall be met.

5.2.13 Archaeological and Historic Resources

The Permittee shall consult with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) 
concerning the extent of a Phase I archaeological survey and appropriate mitigation 
measures for the Project. Permittee shall document and submit to the Commission the 
results of the consultation, including those portions of the Project that will be surveyed 
and the extent of the survey with the Construction Environmental Control Plan for the 
Project.
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For those portions of the Project that are surveyed, Permittee shall submit, with the plan 
and profile for these portions, the results of the survey and all applicable avoidance and 
mitigation  measures employed or to be employed.

Permittee shall inform construction personnel of known archaeological resources along 
the permitted route for the Project and of archaeological survey results. Permittee shall 
employ a monitor that reports to and communicates with the Environmental Monitor to 
identify and report archaeological resources encountered during construction of the 
Project and to coordinate with SHPO on appropriate mitigation measures. 

5.2.14 Avian Mitigation

The Permittee’s standard transmission design shall incorporate adequate spacing of 
conductors and grounding devices in accordance with Avian Power Line Interaction 
Committee standards to eliminate the risk of electrocution to raptors with larger 
wingspans that may simultaneously come in contact with a conductor and grounding 
devices. 

The Permittee will consult with the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources 
regarding type and placement of bird diverters. 

5.2.15 Cleanup

All waste and scrap that is the product of construction shall be removed from the right-of-
way and all premises on which construction activities were conducted and properly 
disposed of upon completion of each task. Personal litter, including bottles, cans, and 
paper from construction activities shall be removed on a daily basis. 

5.2.16 Pollution and Hazardous Wastes 

All appropriate precautions to protect against pollution of the environment must be taken 
by the Permittee. The Permittee shall be responsible for compliance with all laws 
applicable to the generation, storage, transportation, clean up and disposal of all wastes 
generated during construction and restoration of the right-of-way.

5.2.17 Damages

The Permittee shall fairly compensate landowners for damage to crops, fences, private 
roads and lanes, landscaping, drain tile, or other damages sustained during construction. 
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5.3 Electrical Performance Standards 

5.3.1 Grounding 

The Permittee shall design, construct, and operate the transmission line in a manner so
that the maximum induced steady-state short-circuit current shall be limited to five 
milliamperes root mean square (rms) alternating current between the ground and any non-
stationary object within the right-of-way, including but not limited to large motor 
vehicles and agricultural equipment. All fixed metallic objects on or off the right-of-way, 
except electric fences that parallel or cross the right-of-way, shall be grounded to the 
extent necessary to limit the induced short-circuit current between ground and the object 
so as not to exceed one milliampere rms under steady state conditions of the transmission 
line and to comply with the ground fault conditions specified in the NESC. The Permittee 
shall address and rectify any induced current problems that arise during transmission line 
operation. 

5.3.2 Electric Field

The transmission line shall be designed, constructed, and operated in such a manner that 
the electric field measured one meter above ground level immediately below the 
transmission line shall not exceed 8.0 kV/m rms.  

5.3.3 Interference with Communication Devices

If interference with radio or television, satellite, wireless internet, GPS-based agriculture 
navigation systems or other communication devices is caused by the presence or 
operation of the transmission line, the Permittee shall take whatever action is feasible to 
restore or provide reception equivalent to reception levels in the immediate area just prior 
to the construction of the line. 

5.4 Other Requirements 

5.4.1 Applicable Codes 

The Permittee shall comply with applicable NERC planning standards and requirements 
of the NESC including clearances to ground, clearance to crossing utilities, clearance to 
buildings, right-of way widths, erecting power poles, and stringing of transmission line 
conductors. 

18

EXAMPLE
ondond

fied in thefied in th
that arise durinhat arise durin

d, constructed, andconstructe
ter above ground leter above ground l

ed 8.0 kV/m rms.  8.0 kV/m rms. 

Communication DCommunication D

h radio or televisioh radio or televis
tems or other commems or other comm

f the transmission f the transmissio
vide receptiovide receptio

on of thon of th

B-59



5.4.2 Other Permits and Regulations 

The Permittee shall comply with all applicable state rules and statutes. The Permittee 
shall obtain all required permits for the Project and comply with the conditions of these 
permits. A list of the permits known to be required is included in the permit application. 
The Permittee shall submit a copy of such permits to the Commission upon request. 

6.0 SPECIAL CONDITIONS

The Permittee shall provide a report to the Commission as part of the plan and profile submission 
that describes the actions taken and mitigative measures developed regarding the Project and the 
following special conditions. Special conditions shall take precedence over other conditions of 
this permit should there be a conflict. 

6.1 Construction Environmental Control Plan 

The Permittee shall develop a Construction Environmental Control Plan (CECP) that shall 
include all environmental control plans and  special conditions imposed by permits or licenses 
issued by state or federal agencies related to agency-managed resources. Plans within the CECP
shall include the Agricultural Impact Mitigation Plan, the Avian Mitigation Plan, the Vegetation 
Management Plan, and a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. The CECP shall be filed with 
the Commission 30 days prior to submitting the plan and profile for any segment of the Project.
The CECP shall include the following: 

1. Identification of and contact information for an Environmental Monitor to oversee 
the construction process and monitor compliance with the Construction 
Environmental Control Plan and all plans therein. 

2. A process for regular reporting on construction status and the results of 
construction inspection and monitoring to the Commission.

3. A process for reporting the status of permits and licenses or other approvals from 
local units of  government, state agencies, or federal agencies for the Project to 
the Commission.

4. A process for internal tracking of construction management, including required 
plan or permit inspection forms. 

19

EXAMPLE
e oe 

mental Control Pmental Control Plala
ial conditions impoal conditions impo

gencyency-managed remana
gationg  Plan, the AvPlan, the A

ollution Preventionlution Preventio
bmitting the plan abmitting the plan a

owing: owing: 

on of and contact ion of and contac
struction process anstruction process an

ronmental Controlronmental Cont

s for res for re

B-60



6.2 Agriculture Mitigation Plan

The Permittee shall comply with the Agricultural Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP) prepared for 
this Project and approved by the Minnesota Department of Agriculture. The Permittee shall 
distribute the AIMP with the route permit to all affected landowners in accordance with Section 
5.1 of this permit.

6.3 Vegetation Management Plan 

The Permittee shall develop a Vegetation Management Plan (VMP). The Permittee shall submit 
the VMP with the CECP and monitor compliance with the VMP in accordance with the 
procedures set forth in the VMP. The purpose of the VMP shall be to identify measures to 
minimize the disturbance and removal of vegetation for the Project, prevent the introduction of 
noxious weeds and invasive species, and re-vegetate disturbed non-cropland areas with 
appropriate native species in cooperation with landowners and state, federal, and local resource 
agencies, in such a way that does not negatively impact the safe and reliable operation of the 
Project. The VMP shall include: 

1. Measures that will be taken to minimize vegetation disturbance and removal 
during construction of the Project to the extent that such actions do not violate 
sound engineering principles or system reliability criteria.

2. Measures that will be taken to prevent the introduction of non-native and invasive 
species.

3. Measures that will be taken to re-vegetate disturbed non-cropland areas with 
appropriate native species to the extent that such actions do not violate sound 
engineering principles or system reliability criteria.

4. Processes by which Permittee will identify landowner and resource agency 
preferences or requirements regarding vegetation management (e.g. no herbicide 
application, etc.) and how these preferences or requirements will be addressed. 

5. Measures that will be taken to manage vegetation during operation and 
maintenance of the Project, including tall tree species within and outside of the 
permitted right-of-way that endanger the safe and reliable operation of the 
transmission line, in accordance with this permit and any local, state, or federal 
permits, licenses, or approvals. 
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6.4 Avian Mitigation Plan 

The Permittee shall develop an avian mitigation plan (AMP). The Permittee shall submit and 
implement the plan in accordance with the CECP for the Project. The Purpose of the AMP shall 
be to identify site-specific risks to avian species from the Project and to identify and implement 
strategies to avoid and mitigate potential impacts to these species, including but not limited to, 
the use of bird flight diverters. The AMP shall include and document Permitee’s consultation 
with the DNR and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) in the development of the AMP. 

6.5 Des Moines River Crossing

The Permittee shall consult with the DNR regarding the feasibility of mitigation measures for the 
crossing of the Des Moines River, and shall jointly determine with the DNR the alignment and 
mitigation measures that best mitigate avian impacts and impacts to the Oak- Basswood forest at 
the Des Moines River crossing. The Permittee shall document this consultation and the 
alignment and mitigation measures agreed upon by the Permittee and the DNR for the crossing. 
The Permittee shall submit this information with the plan and profile for this section of the 
Project.

7.0 DELAY IN CONSTRUCTION

If the Permittee has not commenced construction or improvement of the route within four years 
after the date of issuance of this permit the Permittee shall file a report on the failure to construct 
and the Commission shall consider suspension of the permit in accordance with Minn. R. 
7850.4700.

8.0 COMPLAINT PROCEDURES

Prior to the start of construction, the Permittee shall submit to the Commission the procedures 
that will be used to receive and respond to complaints. The procedures shall be in accordance 
with the requirements of Minn. R. 7829.1500 or Minn. R. 7829.1700, and as set forth in the 
complaint procedures attached to this permit.  

Upon request, the Permittee shall assist the Commission with the disposition of unresolved or 
longstanding complaints. This assistance shall include, but is not limited to, the submittal of 
complaint correspondence and complaint resolution efforts. 
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9.0 COMPLIANCE REQUIREMENTS

Failure to timely and properly make compliance filings required by this permit is a failure to 
comply with the conditions of this permit. Compliance filings must be electronically filed with 
the Commission.

9.1 Plan and Profile 

At least 30 days before right-of-way preparation for construction begins on any segment or 
portion of the Project, the Permittee shall provide the Commission with a plan and profile of the 
right-of-way and the specifications and drawings for right-of-way preparation, construction, 
structure specifications and locations, cleanup, and restoration for the transmission line. The 
documentation shall include maps depicting the plan and profile including the right-of-way, 
alignment, and structures in relation to the route and alignment approved per this permit. 

The Permittee may not commence construction until the 30 days has expired or until the 
Commission has advised the Permittee in writing that it has completed its review of the 
documents and determined that the planned construction is consistent with this permit. If the 
Permittee intends to make any significant changes in its plan and profile or the specifications and 
drawings after submission to the Commission, the Permittee shall notify the Commission at least 
five days before implementing the changes. No changes shall be made that would be in violation 
of any of the terms of this permit.

9.2 Periodic Status Reports

The Permittee shall report to the Commission on progress regarding finalization of the route, 
design of structures, and construction of the transmission line. The Permittee need not report 
more frequently than monthly. 

9.3 Notification to Commission 

At least three days before the line is to be placed into service, the Permittee shall notify the 
Commission of the date on which the line will be placed into service and the date on which 
construction was complete.  

9.4 As-Builts

Within 60 days after completion of construction, the Permittee shall submit copies of all final as-
built plans and specifications developed during the Project.
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9.5 GPS Data

Within 60 days after completion of construction, the Permittee shall submit to the Commission, 
in the format requested by the Commission, geo-spatial information (e.g., ArcGIS compatible 
map files, GPS coordinates, associated database of characteristics) for all structures associated 
with the transmission line and each substation connected. 

10.0 PERMIT AMENDMENT 

This permit may be amended at any time by the Commission. Any person may request an 
amendment of the conditions of this permit by submitting a request to the Commission in writing 
describing the amendment sought and the reasons for the amendment. The Commission will mail 
notice of receipt of the request to the Permittee. The Commission may amend the conditions after 
affording the Permittee and interested persons such process as is required.  

11.0 TRANSFER OF PERMIT 

The Permittee may request at any time that the Commission transfer this permit to another 
person or entity. The Permittee shall provide the name and description of the person or entity to 
whom the permit is requested to be transferred, the reasons for the transfer, a description of the 
facilities affected, and the proposed effective date of the transfer.  

The person to whom the permit is to be transferred shall provide the Commission with such 
information as the Commission shall require to determine whether the new Permittee can comply 
with the conditions of the permit. The Commission may authorize transfer of the permit after 
affording the Permittee, the new Permittee, and interested persons such process as is required.  

12.0 REVOCATION OR SUSPENSION OF THE PERMIT 

The Commission may initiate action to revoke or suspend this permit at any time. The 
Commission shall act in accordance with the requirements of Minn. R. 7850.5100, to revoke or 
suspend the permit. 
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ATTACHMENT A

MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMPLAINT HANDLING PROCEDURES FOR

HIGH-VOLTAGE TRANSMISSION LINES

A. Purpose

To establish a uniform and timely method of reporting complaints received by the permittee 
concerning permit conditions for site preparation, construction, cleanup and restoration, 
operation, and resolution of such complaints. 

B. Scope

This document describes complaint reporting procedures and frequency.   

C. Applicability

The procedures shall be used for all complaints received by the permittee and all complaints 
received by the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission (Commission) under Minn. R. 7829.1500 
or Minn. R. 7829.1700 relevant to this permit. 

D. Definitions

Complaint: A verbal or written statement presented to the permittees by a person expressing 
dissatisfaction or concern regarding site preparation, cleanup or restoration or other route and 
associated facilities permit conditions. Complaints do not include requests, inquiries, questions 
or general comments.

Substantial Complaint: A written complaint alleging a violation of a specific permit condition 
that, if substantiated, could result in permit modification or suspension pursuant to the applicable 
regulations. 

Unresolved Complaint: A complaint which, despite the good faith efforts of the permittee and a 
person, remains to both or one of the parties unresolved or unsatisfactorily resolved.  

Person: An individual, partnership, joint venture, private or public corporation, association, 
firm, public service company, cooperative, political subdivision, municipal corporation, 
government agency, public utility district, or any other entity, public or private, however 
organized. 
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E. Complaint Documentation and Processing

1. The permittee shall designate an individual to summarize complaints for the Commission. 
This person’s name, phone number and email address shall accompany all complaint 
submittals.

2. A person presenting the complaint should to the extent possible, include the following 
information in their communications:

a. name, address, phone number, and email address; 
b. date of complaint; 
c. tract or parcel number; and 
d. whether the complaint relates to a permit matter or a compliance issue.

3. The permittee shall document all complaints by maintaining a record of all applicable 
information concerning the complaint, including the following: 

a. docket number and project name; 
b. name of complainant, address, phone number and email address; 
c. precise description of property or parcel number; 
d. name of permittee representative receiving complaint and date of receipt;
e. nature of complaint and the applicable permit condition(s); 
f. activities undertaken to resolve the complaint; and
g. final disposition of the complaint. 

F. Reporting Requirements

The permittee shall commence complaint reporting at the beginning of project construction and 
continue through the term of the permit. The permittee shall report all complaints to the 
Commission according to the following schedule: 
  
Immediate Reports: All substantial complaints shall be reported to the Commission the same 
day received, or on the following working day for complaints received after working hours. Such 
reports are to be directed to the Commission’s Consumer Affairs Office at 1-800-657-3782 
(voice messages are acceptable) or consumer.puc@state.mn.us. For e-mail reporting, the email 
subject line should read “PUC EFP Complaint” and include the appropriate project docket 
number. 
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Monthly Reports: By the 15th of each month, a summary of all complaints, including 
substantial complaints received or resolved during the preceding month, shall be filed to Dr. Burl 
W. Haar, Executive Secretary, Public Utilities Commission, using the eDockets system. The 
eDockets system is located at:  https://www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFiling/home.jsp

If no complaints were received during the preceding month, the permittee shall file a summary 
indicating that no complaints were received. 

G. Complaints Received by the Commission

Complaints received directly by the Commission from aggrieved persons regarding site 
preparation, construction, cleanup, restoration, operation and maintenance shall be promptly sent 
to the permittee.

H. Commission Process for Unresolved Complaints

Commission staff shall perform an initial evaluation of unresolved complaints submitted to the 
Commission. Complaints raising substantial permit issues shall be processed and resolved by the 
Commission. Staff shall notify the permittee and appropriate persons if it determines that the 
complaint is a substantial complaint. With respect to such complaints, each party shall submit a 
written summary of its position to the Commission no later than ten (10) days after receipt of the 
staff notification. The complaint will be presented to the Commission for a decision as soon as 
practicable.

I. Permittee Contacts for Complaints and Complaint Reporting

Complaints may filed by mail or email to:

ITC Midwest LLC
Jeanne Archie
Senior Real Estate Specialist
123 5th Street, S.E. 
Cedar Rapids, IA 52401 
Phone: 319-297-6764 
jarchie@itctransco.com

This information shall be maintained current by informing the Commission of any changes by 
eFiling, as they become effective.
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ATTACHMENT B

MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMPLIANCE FILING PROCEDURE FOR

PERMITTED ENERGY FACILITIES

A. Purpose

To establish a uniform and timely method of submitting information required by the Commission 
energy facility permits.

B. Scope and Applicability

This procedure encompasses all compliance filings required by permit.

C. Definitions

Compliance Filing: A filing of information to the Commission, where the information is 
required by a Commission site or route permit.

D. Responsibilities

1. The permittee shall eFile all compliance filings with Dr. Burl W. Haar, Executive Secretary, 
Public Utilities Commission, through the eDockets system. The eDockets system is located 
at: https://www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFiling/home.jsp

General instructions are provided on the eDockets website. Permittees must register on the
website to eFile documents.

2. All filings must have a cover sheet that includes:

a. Date
b. Name of submitter/permittee
c. Type of permit (site or route)
d. Project location
e. Project docket number 
f. Permit section under which the filing is made
g. Short description of the filing
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3. Filings that are graphic intensive (e.g., maps, engineered drawings) must, in addition to being 
eFiled, be submitted as paper copies and on CD. Paper copies and CDs should be sent to: 1) 
Dr. Burl W. Haar, Executive Secretary, Minnesota Public Utilities Commission, 121 7th
Place East, Suite 350, St. Paul, MN 55101-2147, and 2) Department of Commerce, Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis, 85 7th Place East, Suite 500, St. Paul, MN 55101-2198.

The Commission may request a paper copy of any eFiled document. 
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PERMIT COMPLIANCE FILINGS1

PERMITTEE:  ITC Midwest LLC
PERMIT TYPE: High-Voltage Transmission Line Route Permit
PROJECT LOCATION: Jackson, Martin, and Faribault Counties
PUC DOCKET NUMBER: ET-6675/TL-12-1337

Filing 
Number 

Permit 
Section Description of Compliance Filing Due Date

5.1 Notification of Landowners First contact after issuance 
of route permit. 

5.2.1 Field Representative 14 days prior to 
commencing construction. 

5.2.11 Restoration 60 days after completion of 
all construction activities.

5.2.13 State Historic Preservation Office 
Consultation 

After completion of 
consultation. 

5.4.2 Other Permits and Regulations Upon request of the 
Commission.

6.1 Construction Environmental Control 
Plan (CECP)

30 days prior to submitting 
the plan and profile for any 
segment of the Project.

6.2 Agricultural Impact Mitigation Plan
distribution

First contact after issuance 
of route permit in 
accordance with Section 
4.1.

6.3 Vegetation Management Plan
Submitted with CECP in 
accordance with Section 
5.1.

6.4 Avian Mitigation Plan
Submitted with CECP in 
accordance with Section 
5.1.

1 This compilation of permit compliance filings is provided for the convenience of the permittee and the 
Commission. It is not a substitute for the permit; the language of the permit controls.
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Filing 
Number 

Permit 
Section Description of Compliance Filing Due Date

6.5 Des Moines River Crossing 

Upon completion of 
consultation with DNR and 
as part of the plan and 
profile in accordance with 
Section 8.1.

8.0 Complaint Procedures Prior to the start of 
construction. 

9.1 Plan and Profile 30 days before right-of-way 
preparation.

9.2 Periodic Status Reports Monthly 

9.3 Completion of Construction and In-
Service Date

Three days prior to in-
service date.

9.4 As-Builts 60 days after completion of 
construction. 

9.5 GPS Data 60 days after completion of 
construction. 
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Appendix C  

Narrative of the Scoping Summary Report 
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1.0 Introduction 
1.1 Overview 
On April 15, 2014, Minnesota Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., applied to the U.S. Department 
of Energy (DOE) for a Presidential permit1 for a new 235-270 mile long, 500-kilovolt alternating current 
(AC) high-voltage transmission line that would cross the border between the United States and Canada in 
Roseau County, Minnesota. After crossing the border, the transmission line would connect into the 
Minnesota Power Blackberry Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota (Figure 1-1). The DOE’s National 
Electricity Delivery Division, in the Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE-20), is 
responsible for issuing Presidential permits. The Presidential permit for Minnesota Power (OE Docket 
Number PP-398), if issued, would authorize Minnesota Power to construct, operate, maintain, and connect 
the U.S. portion of the project.  

On the same date, Minnesota Power also filed an application for a route permit with the Minnesota Public 
Utilities Commission (MN PUC). Under the Minnesota Power Plant Siting Act (PPSA), the MN PUC must 
determine the route for any proposed transmission line of 100 kilovolt (kV) or more and greater than 
1,500 feet in length. As part of the route permit, the MN PUC will also list any conditions it will require for 
constructing, operating and maintaining the project. The MN PUC found the route permit application 
complete on July 2, 2014.   

Through a separate Certificate of Need (CON) process, the MN PUC must also determine whether there is 
a need for a transmission line, and establish the size, type and required end points of the Project. 
Minnesota Power filed its CON application for the Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) Project with 
the MN PUC on October 22, 2013, and anticipates a decision by May 2015.   

A project overview is provided in Section 1.9, and additional project details are provided in Minnesota 
Power’s April 15, 2014, application letter to DOE. All of these documents are available on the DOE/DOC 
project website at http://www.greatnortherneis.org, the Minnesota Department of Commerce (DOC) e-
dockets website 
(https://www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFiling/edockets/searchDocuments.do?method=showeDocketsSearch
&showEdocket=true), docket number E015/TL-14-21), the DOC-EERA website 
(http://mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities/#ui-tabs-3, docket number 14-21),  and additional project 
information is also available on the Minnesota Power’s website at 
http://greatnortherntransmissionline.com. Figure 1-1 shows the two major route alternatives proposed by 
Minnesota Power. 

                                                      

1 In accordance with Executive Order (EO) 10485, as amended by EO 12038, and the regulations codified at 10 Code 
of Federal Regulations (CFR) 205.320 et seq. (2000), “Application for Presidential Permit Authorizing the Construction, 
Connection, Operation, and Maintenance of Facilities for Transmission of Electric Energy at International Boundaries.” 
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Figure 1-1 Project Regional Map 
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1.2 Joint Federal and State Environmental Review 
Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), when considering an application for a 
Presidential permit the DOE must take into account possible environmental impacts of the proposed 
facility. DOE has determined that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is the appropriate level of 
environmental review. Therefore, an EIS will be prepared in compliance with NEPA and DOE’s 
implementing regulations, 10 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 1021. 

In addition, under the PPSA, the MN PUC must also determine the route for the proposed line and any 
conditions it will require for construction, operation, and maintenance. As part of this MN PUC Route 
Permit decision-making process, a state EIS must be prepared.  

In order to avoid duplication, DOE and the Minnesota DOC-Energy Environmental Review and Analysis 
(DOC–EERA) will prepare a single EIS to comply with environmental review requirements under NEPA and 
the PPSA. DOE will act as federal joint lead agency with DOC-EERA acting as state joint lead agency per 40 
CFR 1501.5(b). DOC–EERA prepares EISs for proposed high-voltage transmission lines pursuant to 
Minnesota Statute Section 216E.03, Subdivision 5.  

DOE and DOC-EERA have implemented a joint planning and scoping process to encourage agency and 
public involvement in the review of the Project, and to identify the range of reasonable alternatives. The 
public outreach process is designed to facilitate public discussion of the scope of appropriate issues to be 
addressed in the EIS. 

1.3 Public Outreach 
On June 27, 2014, DOE published in the Federal Register its Notice of Intent (NOI) to Prepare an EIS and to 
Conduct Public Scoping Meetings; Notice of Floodplains and Wetlands Involvement for the Great 
Northern Transmission Line (79 FR 36493). The NOI, provided in Appendix A, explained that DOE would be 
assessing potential environmental impacts and issues associated with the Project and reasonable 
alternatives. The NOI was sent to interested parties including federal, state, and local officials; agency 
representatives; stakeholder organizations; local libraries, newspapers, and radio and TV stations; and 
private individuals in the vicinity of the proposed transmission line. Issuance of the NOI commenced a 45-
day public scoping period that ended on August 15, 2014. However, the NOI did note that comments 
submitted after the deadline “would be considered to the extent practicable.” 

Minnesota Power placed advertisements in 11 local and regional newspapers along the Project corridor to 
invite the public to local scoping meetings and to announce their times and locations. Copies of 
newspaper tear sheets and affidavits are included in Appendix B and are available at the DOC e-dockets 
website 
(https://www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFiling/edockets/searchDocuments.do?method=showeDocketsSearch
&showEdocket=true, e-dockets number 14-21, document ID 20149-103236-01).  

During the public scoping period, DOE and DOC conducted eight scoping meetings (Figure 1-1). Table 1-
1 provides the dates and locations where scoping meetings were held.  
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Table 1-1 Summary of Scoping Meetings 

Meeting Date and Time Location Number of Attendees 

July 16, 2014, 11:00 AM Roseau Civic Center, Roseau, Minnesota  22 

July 16, 2014, 6:00 PM Lake of the Woods School, Baudette, Minnesota 6 

July 17, 2014, 11:00 AM Littlefork Community Center, Littlefork, Minnesota 12 

July 17, 2014, 6:00 PM AmericInn, International Falls, Minnesota 4 

July 23, 2014, 11:00 AM Kelliher Public School, Kelliher, Minnesota 7 

July 23, 2014, 6:00 PM Bigfork School, Bigfork, Minnesota 17 

July 24, 2014, 11:00 AM Sawmill Inn, Grand Rapids, Minnesota 19 

July 24, 2014, 6:00 PM Sawmill Inn, Grand Rapids, Minnesota 20 
   

The meetings provided the public with the opportunity to learn more about the project and to provide 
comments on potential environmental issues associated with the project. A total of 46 people gave oral 
comments at the meetings, and their comments were transcribed by a court stenographer.  

Transcripts of the oral comments at the scoping meetings scoping meetings are provided in Appendix C 
and are available at http://greatnortherneis.org, the DOC e-dockets website 
(https://www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFiling/edockets/searchDocuments.do?method=showeDocketsSearch
&showEdocket=true, e-dockets number 14-21), and the DOC-EERA website at 
http://mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities//resource.html?Id=33954. DOE and DOC received scoping 
comments in the form of 122 written letters, emails, or website submittals from private citizens, 
government agencies, and nongovernmental organizations (NGOs).   

The comment letters received during the scoping period and written materials submitted for the record at 
the scoping meetings are provided in Appendix D and are also available at http://greatnortherneis.org, 
the DOC e-dockets website 
(https://www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFiling/edockets/searchDocuments.do?method=showeDocketsSearch
&showEdocket=true, e-dockets number 14-21) and the DOC-EERA website at 
http://mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities//resource.html?Id=33954.  DOE and DOC’s Draft EIS will also 
contain a subsection that summarizes the comments received during the scoping period. 

1.4 Cooperating Agencies 
DOE has invited several federal agencies to participate in the preparation of the EIS to ensure that it 
satisfies those agencies’ environmental requirements and to engage their specialized expertise. The 
federal cooperating agencies are the St. Paul District of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), 
Region 5 of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) and the Twin Cities Ecological Field Office 
(Region 3) of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS).   

The following outlines each agency’s requirements for the EIS: 
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USACE. The USACE will use the EIS in their decision making for the permits that would be required under 
Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. In accordance 
with 33 CFR Part 325 Appendix B (8)(c), the USACE will coordinate with DOE to ensure the project EIS in 
supports USACE’s decision making requirements on the Section 10 and Section 404 permit application by 
Minnesota Power. 

USEPA. Under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act, the EPA is required to review and publicly comment on 
the environmental impacts of major federal actions. EPA also has responsibilities under Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act. In addition, the EPA administers various statutes and regulations, including, but not 
limited to, the Safe Drinking Water Act; the Pollution Prevention Act; the Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act; and the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act. 

EPA involvement as a cooperating agency will include: 1) participation in relevant project meetings and 
calls and 2) review and comment on preliminary documents to the extent that staff resources allow. 
However, EPA will exercise its independent review and comment authorities on the Draft and Final EISs 
consistent with EPA responsibilities under NEPA and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act. 

USFWS. The USFWS role as a cooperating agency will include evaluation of environmental impacts on fish 
and wildlife, in general. They will also evaluate potential environmental impacts on federally listed 
threatened and endangered species and designated critical habitat and might issue a Biological Opinion 
based on a potential Biological Assessment prepared for the project. 

1.5 Participating Agencies 
Other federal agencies may participate in the EIS process, although not as Cooperating Agencies under 
NEPA (as defined in 36 CFR 1501.6).   

1.6 Workgroup 
Pursuant to the PPSA the MN PUC may appoint an advisory task force (ATF) as an aid to the 
environmental review process (Minnesota Statutes 2014, section 216E.08). An ATF must include 
representatives of local governmental units in the project area. An ATF typically assists DOC-EERA staff 
with identifying specific impacts and alternative routes and sites to be evaluated in the EIS for the project. 
An ATF expires upon designation of alternative routes to be included in the EIS (Minnesota Rules, part 
7850.2400).   

In its July 2, 2014, Order (DOC e-docket number 20147-101165-01) accepting the Route Permit 
Application as complete the MN PUC authorized the formation (structure and charge) of an ATF. 

Subsequently the MN PUC concluded that for this docket an alternative approach to the ATF for gathering 
public input was necessary (see the DOC e-dockets website 
https://www.edockets.state.mn.us/EFiling/edockets/searchDocuments.do?method=showeDocketsSearch&
showEdocket=true, document ID 20149-103259-01). The MN PUC amended its previous order 
(https://www.edockets.state.mn.us, e-dockets number 14-21, document ID 20144-98464-01) to remove 
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the ATF structure and charge, and approved instead the workgroup process. The purpose of the 
Workgroup is primarily to provide an additional opportunity for local government representatives to 
discuss their concerns, develop potential alternative route segments, review potential zoning conflicts, and 
ensure local input necessary for informed decision-making. 

The MN PUC requested the DOC-EERA to conduct a minimum of two workgroup meetings and consult 
directly with local units of government (LUGs) within the project area. The DOC-EERA held two four-hour 
Workgroup meetings in Grand Rapids Minnesota on September 30 and October 29, 2014. In addition to 
the two meetings, Workgroup members were provided a scoping questionnaire designed to assist 
Workgroup members in identifying ordinances, land use planning, or zoning issues. Workgroup meeting 
agendas and minutes as well as LUG/NGO Scoping Questionnaire responses are provided in Appendix E.  

The primary concerns expressed by Workgroup members at the outset of the Workgroup meetings were 
related to the routing process and potential impacts on the Workgroup members’ constituents. Through 
discussion during the two Workgroup sessions, the following issues and themes were identified: 

 Roseau County representatives expressed the Roseau County Board’s preference for Minnesota 
Power’s proposed route through Roseau County. They indicated an understanding of the 
constraints Minnesota Power faces at the border crossing and expressed support, given these 
constraints, for Minnesota Power’s proposed amended border crossing. In addition, they 
expressed opposition to alternative route segments proposed for the Roseau County area during 
scoping due to human settlement and private property use (particularly agricultural) impacts 
associated with these alternative route segments. 

 Concerns were raised by a number of Workgroup members regarding visual impacts to the Big 
Bog State Recreation Area. The Waskish Township/Big Bog State Recreation Area representative 
advocated for the EIS to include an assessment of impacts to the Big Bog State Recreation Area 
and boardwalk as well as detailed discussion of mitigation measures to address impacts in this 
area. 

 The benefits of following existing transmission corridors and the feasibility of following existing 
corridors through Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (MnDNR) Scientific and Natural 
Areas (SNA), including the Red Lake Peatland SNA was considered at length. 

 Impacts to outstanding natural resources including the Bear-Wolf Peatland (MnDNR Minnesota 
Biological Survey preliminary site of high biodiversity significance) were identified as a concern. 
These issues as well as minimizing habitat fragmentation through corridor sharing were 
highlighted, particularly by the Izaac Walton League representative. 

 Lawrence and Balsam Township representatives expressed their opposition to the Orange Route 
and emphasized the significance of potential impacts to these communities and their residents if 
the Orange Route is permitted. 
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 Concerns were raised over potential impacts to mining resources. Through the Trout Lake 
township representative, Western Mesabi Mine Planning Board (WMMPB) communicated their 
position that siting and other aspects of Project development should consider WMMPB’s 
objective of allowing future mining without encumbrance, delay, or cost.  

 In a number of areas, minor adjustments to alternative route segments or alignment 
modifications proposed during the scoping period (detailed in the meeting minutes in 
Appendix E) were suggested to minimize overall impacts to residents. 

Workgroup efforts culminated in the development of a Workgroup resolution, putting forth the following 
five recommendations that reflect the group’s consensus: 

 This is a public purpose project and should therefore be routed as much as possible on public 
land, minimizing impact to human settlement and private property use. 

 As much as practical and feasible, the route should follow existing infrastructure corridors. 

 At this time the Workgroup prefers the Blue Route (as modified by Minnesota Power’s amended 
border crossing) over the Orange Route. 

 The Workgroup would like the DOC-EERA to investigate the legality of following an existing 
transmission line corridor through an SNA as an alternative route. If routing through an SNA is a 
legally viable option, the Workgroup proposes an alternative route segment following the existing 
Northern States Power 500 kV line through the Red Lake Peatland SNA and the Lost River 
Peatland SNA and recommends analysis of this additional route alternative in the EIS. 

 The Workgroup would like to put forth two alternative routes for consideration during scoping. 

1.7 Project Chronology to Date for the Federal/State EIS Scoping 
Processes for the Project 

The following timeline summarizes the scoping process events previously described:  

April 15, 2014   DOE received Minnesota Power’s application for Presidential permit. 

April 15, 2014  DOC-EERA received Minnesota Power’s application for a route permit. 

April 18, 2014 MN PUC issued a notice seeking comments on if the route permit 
application was complete and if an ATF should be appointed. 

June 27, 2014  DOE issued Federal Register NOI (79 FR 36493) to prepare an EIS. Federal 
EIS scoping starts. 

July 2, 2014 MN PUC released its Order on the completeness of the route permit 
application and authorized the DOC-EERA to establish three ATFs. 

July 16 to 24, 2014  Eight public scoping meetings held in various locations in Minnesota 
(Table 1-1). 
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August 8, 2014  DOC-EERA requested the MN PUC reconsider question of ATFs. 

August 15, 2014  Scoping comment period ended. 

August 22, 2014  MN PUC comment period on need for ATFs ended. 

September 11, 2014 MN PUC reconsidered the question of ATFs. 

September 30, 2014 DOC-EERA conducted the first Workgroup meeting in Grand Rapids. 

October 29, 2014 DOC-EERA conducted the second Workgroup meeting in Grand Rapids. 

November 4, 2014 DOC-EERA requested comments from the Workgroup members on the 
write-up and figures that summarize the two Workgroup meetings.  

November 6, 2014 Workgroup comment period ended. 

November 7, 2014 Scoping Summary Report released. 

1.8 Purpose and Need 
Manitoba Hydro has excess electricity capacity that is available for export to the United States. The 
underlying need for this transmission line project, therefore, is to increase the amount of electrical 
capacity that can be delivered from Manitoba Hydro's hydroelectric stations in Manitoba to Minnesota 
Power and other utilities in the United States. The project would also improve grid reliability on both sides 
of the border.   

In its CON application, Minnesota Power states that the project is needed to deliver 383 megawatts (MW), 
including the 250-MW PPA and the 133-MW Renewable Optimization Agreement, of hydropower and 
wind-storage energy  products to serve Minnesota Power. The project is also needed to provide 
additional hydropower capacity and energy to other utilities, thereby meeting long-term state and 
regional energy needs. While large hydropower transfers like this do not satisfy the current renewable 
energy mandates in Minnesota, such a hydropower transfer could support compliance with future carbon 
regulations as well as help meet renewable energy requirements for utilities in Wisconsin and other states.   

To meet this underlying need, Minnesota Power proposes to construct, operate, and maintain an 
approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit, 500-kV AC transmission line between the Minnesota-
Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and a new Blackberry 500/230/115 kV 
Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota. The project is described in detail in its April 15, 2014, 
application letter to DOE which is available on the DOE project website at 
http://www.greatnortherneis.org. Minnesota Power has determined that the original proposed border 
crossing is no longer feasible and on October 29th Minnesota Power submitted a letter to DOE and DOC-
EERA amending their proposed border crossing (Figure 1-1). 

In its CON process, the MN PUC is responsible for determining whether the project is needed, as well as 
the size, type and required end points of the project. Minnesota Power filed its CON application for the 
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Project with the MN PUC on October 22, 2013, and anticipates a decision by May 2015 (see 
http://mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities/Docket.html?Id=33608). Although the EIS will include an 
analysis of a “No Action” alternative, it will not assess alternative ways to meet the underlying project 
need. These issues will be determined in the Minnesota CON process. 

1.9 Applicant’s Project Description 
The project would be located on all new right-of-way (ROW) that would be approximately 200-feet wide, 
with a wider ROW required for certain spans at angle and corner structures, for guyed structures, or where 
special design requirements are dictated by topography. Steel lattice tower structure (free-standing 
towers constructed in a crisscrossed pattern of steel beams) types and configurations would be 
considered for the project to accommodate variations in terrain and land use including a self-supporting 
lattice structure, a lattice guyed-V structure, and a lattice guyed delta structure. Minnesota Power 
currently estimates approximately 4 to 5 structures per mile of transmission line with towers spaced 
approximately 1,000 to 1,450 feet apart, with shorter or longer spans as necessary. 

The type of structure in any given section of transmission line would be dependent on land type, land use, 
and potential effect on the surrounding landscape, and would typically range in height from 
approximately 100 feet above ground to approximately 150 feet above ground. In some instances, such as 
where the project crosses an existing transmission line, taller structures would be required. In cultivated 
lands, Minnesota Power would use self-supporting lattice structures so as not to interfere with existing 
land use. 

Minnesota Power proposes to expand the site of its existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand 
Rapids, Minnesota, to incorporate a new Blackberry 500 kV Substation, which would be constructed 
adjacent to and east of the existing substation. The 500 kV Substation would accommodate the new 500 
kV line, existing 230 kV lines, and all associated 500 kV and 230 kV equipment. Additionally, the project 
would require construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station, which would be located within 
or adjacent to the final route approved by the State of Minnesota, and would include the 500 kV series 
capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line, and 
all associated equipment. 

The final location for the 500 kV Series Compensation Station would be determined by electric design 
optimization studies and final route selection. The Applicant has initiated the electric design optimization 
studies to identify generally what would be a preferred location of the 500 kV Series Compensation 
Station along the final route permitted by the state. Based on these studies, candidate sites in Minnesota 
include the overall midpoint of the line and at one-third of the overall transmission line distance from 
Blackberry to the existing Dorsey Substation in Manitoba, Canada. Minnesota Power will provide more 
information on these studies and the preferred location of the 500 kV Series Compensation Station when 
available.  
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2.0 Scoping Comments 
Minnesota Power’s two proposed routes largely avoid farms and residences by following existing 
transmission corridors through forested wetland and upland areas. Therefore, many comments on the 
scope of the EIS focused on ways to minimize unavoidable conflicts with forested areas and the 
associated natural resources. Other comments focused on potential conflicts with airports or seaplane 
landing areas on nearby lakes. Many commenters, particularly those with property in the more populated 
area near Grand Rapids, proposed alternative route segments or mitigation on one route or another that 
could reduce or eliminate visual, health or other impacts that they believe would impair their quality of life 
or their use of their a specific property.   

DOE and DOC-EERA will consider the content of all comments in determining the scope of the EIS.A 
summary of the comments received during the scoping period is provided in Table 2-1, which identifies 
the major issues raised, arranged by general topic. Table 2-2 presents a list of the individuals or 
organizations who submitted scoping comments along with the date each comment was received by 
DOE, DOC-EERA, or MN PUC. 

The Draft EIS will also contain a subsection that summarizes the comments received during scoping. For 
the purposes of this Scoping Report, the comments are paraphrased and condensed from the actual 
comments; however, the environmental analysis included in the EIS will rely on the full text of the 
comments as submitted by the commenters. 
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Table 2-1 Summary of Scoping Comments Received by DOE and DOC-EERA 

Subject Area Comment Summary 

Regulatory Process 

Purpose and Need. Seven commenters questioned whether the project was 
really needed for various reasons, including that capacity of the line is larger 
than required for Minnesota Power’s purchase agreement, that Minnesota 
Power has already met its statutory renewable energy goals, and that there is 
another transmission system option that might meet the need instead. One 
commenter pointed out that the need issue is determined through the MN 
PUC CON process, and encouraged citizens to participate in that process if 
they are concerned about whether the project is needed. 
 
EIS Process: Seven commenters, including state and federal agencies, 
commented on their expectations for the EIS and related regulatory 
processes, including requesting details on alternative route screening criteria, 
requesting that the process be transparent, and requesting clarification of 
the roles of the Applicant and the various agencies involved. The EPA 
pointed out they have a review role for a federal EIS under the Clean Air Act. 
One commenter specifically requested information on whether the MnDNR 
could on its own change or request review of routes already screened out by 
Minnesota Power in its route permit application. 
 
Permits. Ten commenters either identified that permits that will be required 
or requested information about how and what type of conditions can be 
included in the state route permit. The MnDNR and the Minnesota 
Department of Transportation (MnDOT) provided information about their 
permits and permit requirements. Other commenters requested information 
about the state route permit as well as the applicability of local zoning in 
that process. One comment asked if and how the route could be made more 
specific that the allowed route width, and another comments suggested the 
route permit application did not contain the information required by the 
applicable rules. 

Connected Action. One commenter asked that the EIS include an analysis of 
the environmental impacts of future transmission lines to Wisconsin or 
Michigan that may rely on this project to move the power to connecting 
substations. That commenter also requested an analysis of how the energy 
will be in states to the east of Minnesota Power’s service area, such as 
Wisconsin or Michigan.  
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Subject Area Comment Summary 

Proposed Action and Alternatives 
(Alternatives, Route Preference) 

Alternatives Analysis. Thirty-three commenters proposed modifications to 
one or both of the Applicant’s two proposed routes. However, some of these 
proposed alternative segments were in Canada, which is outside the 
jurisdiction of both the State of Minnesota and DOE. 
These proposed alternative route segments include construction in or 
adjacent to existing transmission line and utility corridors, highway ROWs 
(e.g., Highway 7, 65, or 53), using mostly non-private lands (federal, state, 
county, businesses), or along the Canadian side of the border. Several 
commenters generally suggested that the route should go through western 
Minnesota, but these commenters did not propose a specific route. 
 
Seven commenters noted that the EIS should identify and evaluate 
alternative border crossings for the transmission line, evaluate constraints at 
the border crossing, and discuss the process and factors used by Minnesota 
Power to narrow the range of alternative routes and border crossing 
locations, specifically why certain alternatives have been carried forward for 
NEPA analysis while other alternatives and border crossing locations were 
eliminated. 
 
Two commenters noted that the EIS should evaluate the concept of 
distributed generation and double-circuiting as a way to reduce the need for 
transmission lines. 
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Subject Area Comment Summary 

Biological Resources 
(Environmental Impacts, Forest 
Service Lands, Soils, State Lands, 
Vegetation, Wildlife) 

State/Federal/Protected Lands. Eight commenters expressed concern 
regarding impacts to State Administered Lands, Sites of Biodiversity 
Significance (including preliminary sites), SNAs, Watershed Protection Areas, 
Wildlife Management Areas (WMA), old growth forest on state lands 
(Ecologically Important Lowland Conifers and Lowland Conifer Old Growth), 
Minnesota Biological Survey calcareous fens, Important Bird Areas, National 
Natural Landmarks, State Recreation Areas, High Conservation Value State 
Forest, Great Gray Owl Management Area, USFWS Interest Lands, and 
Reinvest in Minnesota Lands. 
 
Five commenters suggested the route should pass through SNAs in the 
existing corridor or on other state land. 
 
Wildlife. Thirty-three commenters expressed concern about impacts to 
wildlife species including wood bison, wolf, birds, deer, poweshiek 
skipperling, northern long-eared bat, bald eagle, osprey, goshawk, moose, 
and/or Canada lynx, as well as issues related to wildlife 
habitat/fragmentation, including mitigation for potential 
habitat/fragmentation impacts.   
 
Vegetation. Thirteen commenters expressed concern over clearing 
trees/forest in general and/or in old growth forests, particularly cedar forests. 
 
One commenter noted that the EIS should provide information on ROW 
maintenance, with regard to identifying danger trees falling into the ROW, 
and whether it's possible to have a harvestable product at the time of ROW 
maintenance intervals in forested areas. 
 
Four commenters expressed concern of invasive species, including plants 
and earthworms, and that the EIS should discuss potential mitigation efforts 
for those impacts. 
 
Three commenters expressed concern of impacts to rare plant species and 
recommended that a rare plant survey be completed. 
 
Other Topics. Two commenters noted that the EIS should discuss other 
environmental related topics including impacts related to compression of 
peat soils and watershed level impacts. 

Visual Resources (Aesthetics, 
Viewshed/Scenery) 

General. Seven commenters noted that the EIS should address general 
aesthetic and viewshed impacts.  
 
Impact Analysis. Five commenters noted that the EIS should address 
aesthetic and visual impacts at specific locations, including Voyagers 
National Park, Roseau River WMA, Itasca County Bass Lake Park, Bear Lake, 
and Bigfork River. Three commenters noted that the EIS should address 
aesthetic and visual impacts at Big Bog State Recreation Area, with one of 
these commenters noting that the EIS should include a viewshed analysis 
(with scaled visual renditions on what one would expect to see) for the Big 
Bog State Recreation Area’s Fire Tower and Bog Walk boardwalk. Two 
commenters noted that the EIS should address impacts to viewsheds and 
aesthetics associated with forest clearing. 
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Subject Area Comment Summary 

Land Use and Infrastructure 
(Airports, Traffic/Transportation, 
Land Resource Management, 
Private Property/Land Use) 

Airports. Thirteen commenters noted that the EIS should address the 
proximity of the Project to existing aviation facilities (runways, air strips, and 
water takeoff/landing areas), including the Piney Pinecreek Border Airport, 
Waskish Airport, William Gray Airfield, Deer Lake, and Lawrence Lake. Four 
commenters noted that the EIS should address impacts on future planned 
runways and air strips. One commenter noted that the EIS should address 
effects of crop dusting flight paths on wild rice leases. One commenter 
noted that the EIS should address Life Flight Air Ambulance landing sites. 
 
Traffic/Transportation. One commenter noted that the EIS should address 
project effects on transportation systems, including highway maintenance 
and expansion, as well as compliance with the MnDOT’s Utility 
Accommodation Policy. One commenter noted that the EIS should address 
noise, traffic, and road condition impacts on Diamond Lake Road.  
 
Land Resource Management. One commenter noted that the EIS should 
address project impacts on existing MnDNR plans for prescribed burns in the 
Roseau Lake WMA, as well as project potential for igniting wildfires and the 
necessary response actions. One commenter noted that the EIS should 
address impacts of herbicide runoff onto adjacent lands associated with 
transmission line maintenance.  
 
Private Property/Land Use. Five commenters noted that the EIS should 
address impacts associated with the project’s proximity to existing and 
planned residences. Five commenters noted that the EIS should address 
impacts to private land-based livelihoods (such as farming, hunting, 
foraging, recreation, and artistries). Three commenters noted that the EIS 
should address the applicability of eminent domain related to the project. 
Three commenters noted that the EIS should address impacts on property 
values. Two commenters noted that the EIS should address impacts to 
privacy, including private roadway access. Two commenters noted that the 
EIS should address general impacts to private property and residential areas. 
Two commenters noted that they would like their land to be purchased if 
crossed by the Project, and two noted that they would like to trade lands 
with Minnesota if their property is impacted. One commenter noted that the 
EIS should address impacts associated with different route alignments on 
potential future expansion of the Balsam Bible Chapel. One commenter 
noted that the EIS should use current land ownership maps. 

Cultural Resources 
(Historic/Cultural, Tribal Issues 

Transmission Line Cultural Resources. Four commenters noted that the EIS 
should evaluate the impacts of construction on historic resources along the 
transmission line route, including Conservation Corps Camp 53, logging 
camps, Big Fork River historic and cultural areas, and cultural resources 
affected by the construction of the dam to support hydroelectric power 
development in Manitoba, Canada. 
 
Two commenters noted that documentation needs to be developed 
regarding Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, which 
includes but is not limited to, consultation with the Minnesota State Historic 
Preservation Office, the potentially affected tribes, and Tribal Historic 
Preservation Officers. 
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Subject Area Comment Summary 

Health and Safety (Health and 
Safety, National Security) 

General Health and Safety. A total of twenty-three commenters expressed 
concern about various health and safety issues, including electric and 
magnetic fields, effects on animals, airplane and helicopter operations, 
snowmobile safety, hunting safety, pacemaker operation safety, grid security 
issues from intentional attacks at substations, and potential for increased 
lightning strikes. 
 
Electric and Magnetic Fields (EMFs). Most comments regarding health and 
safety focused on EMF concerns and requested information on the health 
effects on children and others, such as effects on immune systems or 
potential relationship to increasing cancer rates. Stray voltage issues were 
also raised by two commenters. 
 
Cardiac pacemakers. Two commenters requested a complete investigation of 
the potential interference with pacemakers due to the electric fields from the 
line. 
 
Airports, airplane and helicopter safety. Two comments specifically expressed 
concerns about a conflict with the Bill Gray airstrip near Little Fork; two 
others requested analysis of how hospital (particularly near Balsam Lake 
Township) and other helicopter operations might be affected by the various 
routes under consideration. 
 
Hunting. Three commenters requested a review of how a route might 
increase hunting in the cleared ROW, thereby increasing the potential for 
accidental hunting accidents near the new line. One comment expressed 
concern that hunters might accidentally shoot transformers or the line if they 
are too near duck hunting areas. 

Air Quality and Noise (Air Quality, 
Noise) 

Air Quality Analysis. Two commenters raised concerns about air quality. One 
commenter requested that the EIS address the net effect of the project on air 
pollution and greenhouse gas production including an evaluation of net 
greenhouse gas production/sequestration associated with terrestrial carbon 
cycle impacts. This commenter also requested an analysis addressing the 
project's potential effect on all criteria pollutants and any significant 
concentrations of hazardous air pollutants particularly in the context of the 
protection of public health. 
 
Noise. Five commenters mentioned concerns about noise and three of these 
comments focused on substation noise. In particular, it was requested that 
the EIS identify existing noise levels in the project area, particularly at 
proposed substation locations, assess increases in both short-term and long-
term noise levels associated with the project, and identify mitigation 
measures that will be implemented to address project related noise. 
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Subject Area Comment Summary 

Water Resources (Water/Wetlands) 

Water Quality. Six commenters expressed concern over impacts on water 
quality resulting from herbicide spraying during ROW maintenance, use of 
hazardous solvents during construction and maintenance, and construction 
related erosion and sedimentation. 
 
One commenter noted that the EIS should identify impaired waters and 
whether project activities would negatively contribute to the impairments.  
 
One commenter noted that the EIS should address issues related to and 
mitigation for work that would occur in an identified wellhead (drinking) 
protection zone. 
 
Surface Water and Wetlands. Eight commenters expressed concern over 
impacts to streams, lakes, and wetlands and suggested that the EIS assess 
direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to water resources.  
 
One commenter noted that the EIS should discuss potential impacts to 
calcareous fens and USFWS Waterfowl Production Areas and impacts to 
other native plant communities associated with Wetland Conservation Act 
provisions. In addition, this commenter also noted that potential impacts to 
vegetation and wetlands should be addressed as part of an overall 
vegetation management plan and included in the EIS.  
 
One commenter noted that use of the USFWS National Wetland Inventory 
data may underestimate the areal extent of wetland impact. This commenter 
also noted that the EIS should include an analysis using the existing 
transmission line ROW in order to minimize wetland impacts. 
 
Mitigation. Two commenters noted that the EIS should discuss how the 
project will comply with wetland permitting requirements. 
 
Two commenters noted that the EIS should consider functional losses of 
wetlands (particularly forested wetlands) when determining wetland 
mitigation and compensation and that the EIS should include a draft wetland 
compensation mitigation plan. 

Environmental Justice 
(Environmental Justice) 

Environmental Justice. One commenter recommended that an environmental 
justice analysis should be completed for the EIS including a characterization 
of communities along the transmission line routes, including minority, low-
income, and tribal populations at a census block level as well as 
characterization of potentially disproportionate impacts to these 
communities from construction, operation, and or maintenance of the 
project. 
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Subject Area Comment Summary 

Socioeconomics (Economic, 
Property Values, Quality of Life, 
Taxes) 

Economic Impacts. Fifteen commenters raised economic concerns particularly 
related to potential impacts on commerce in the Balsam and Bigfork areas, 
particularly impacts on local timber, tourism, and mining industries. Several 
commenters requested an assessment of potential impacts on job creation 
and employment and one commenter emphasized the need for a 
comprehensive cost-benefit analysis for the project. A number of 
commenters also requested additional information regarding county, state, 
and local tax impacts of the project, for example, having to pay these taxes 
on unusable land and what are the implications of loss in tax revenue 
resulting from decreasing property values. 
 
Property Values. Seventeen commenters identified property value impacts 
and lack of compensation for lost property value as a concern. Property 
value concerns were largely linked to impacts on the character/relatively 
isolated wilderness of the impacted properties. 
 
Quality of Life. Eleven commenters identified impacts to quality of life as a 
concern. These concerns center around the impact of the Project on certain 
qualities that define the “sense of place” in the project area including such 
things as solitude, remoteness, isolation, wilderness, independence, and 
absence of disturbance and development. 

Land Based Economies 
(Agriculture, Mining/Minerals, 
Tourism) 

Agriculture. Four commenters noted that the EIS should address general 
impacts on farming, including productivity. Three commenters noted that the 
EIS should address the project’s potential to restrict or obstruct farming and 
grazing activities. Three commenters noted that the EIS should address 
impacts associated with weeds in the project area spreading onto farmland. 
One commenter noted that the EIS should address the project’s effects on 
crop dusting operations. One commenter noted that the EIS should address 
impacts of herbicides associated with transmission line ROW maintenance on 
organic farmland. 
 
Mining/Minerals. Two commenters noted the EIS should address the project’s 
potential to affect viability of current and future mining resources. One 
commenter noted that a “Mining and Minerals” section be included in the 
EIS and that the EIS should address the likelihood and consequence of 
mineral resources/transmission line conflict for known and undeveloped 
resource areas and on state lands. 
 
Tourism. Four commenters noted that the EIS should address impacts to 
tourism. 

Recreation (Recreation) 

Recreation. Five commenters noted that the EIS should address impacts on 
recreational hunting lands. Three commenters noted that the EIS should 
address project effects on snowmobile and all-terrain vehicle trails. Three 
commenters noted the EIS should address proximity to public parks, lakes, 
rivers, and WMAs, as well as access to these resources. Three commenters 
noted the EIS should address project proximity to city parks, businesses, and 
services. 
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Subject Area Comment Summary 

Cumulative Impacts (Cumulative 
Effects) 

Cumulative Impact Analysis. Six commenters noted that the EIS should 
evaluate the impacts of other past or planned linear projects in same 
corridor between lakes near Grand Rapids such as transmission lines, 
pipelines, and other projects that have impacted or could impact the area 
adjacent to the Project. Two commenters specifically requested that the EIS 
include a clear map of existing high-voltage transmission lines in the project 
area so they could more easily see where the proposed line could parallel 
existing lines. 
 
Several commenters near Grand Rapids, MN, expressed fatigue over all the 
linear projects built or proposed to be built in the area and requested an 
analysis of whether following existing ROWs always results in the least 
impact. Commenters identified some specific negative impacts that past 
power plant or linear projects have already had on their quality of life. 

Mitigation (Design 
Criteria/Mitigation Measures) 

Mitigation Measures. Nine commenters noted that the EIS should consider all 
appropriate mitigation measures to avoid and reduce impacts to sensitive 
aquatic and terrestrial habitats; habitat fragmentation; ecological functions; 
threatened, endangered, and special concern species; soil disturbance; and 
socioeconomic impacts.  
 
Four commenters noted that the EIS should assess methods of reduced 
forested wetland clearing, reduced use of herbicides for transmission line 
ROW maintenance, use environmental monitors during construction, 
appropriate Best Management Practices, reduced upland tree losses, use of 
clean diesel fuel during construction, and compliance with comply with MN 
Rules 6135. 
 
Two commenters noted that the EIS should include additional information 
on system reliability, towers, tower lights, separation distances, and potential 
impacts of having two or more parallel transmission lines damaged at the 
same time by high winds or lightening. In addition, all mitigation proposed 
by the Applicant should be further evaluated in the EIS. 
 
Three commenters were concerned about a variety of detailed transmission 
engineering and construction issues, including conductor sizing, placement 
of structures within the highway ROWs, maintenance of access roads, “line 
loss” due to transmission of electricity over such long distances, and the 
need for the planned capacity of the transmission line. 
 
One commenter noted that the EIS should identity and discuss the rationale 
for potential locations for the proposed new 500-kV series Compensation 
Station associated with each route alternative. In addition, impacts 
associated with the siting, construction, operation and maintenance of each 
route alternative's proposed new 500-kV Compensation Station location(s) 
should also be assessed and disclosed in the EIS with mitigation measures 
identified. 
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Subject Area Comment Summary 

Other Issues (Other, No Specific 
Comment) 

Renewable energy. Five commenters discussed renewable energy and the 
project’s relationship to Minnesota Power’s progress toward meeting the 
Renewable Portfolio Standard. 
 
MNPUC Process. Several commenters requested additional information 
about the timeline for the MN PUC process, availability of information 
regarding existing transmission line routes, public involvement, interactions 
between the project proponent and the MN PUC. 
 
ATF. Four commenters mentioned a need for a citizen ATF under Minnesota 
Statute 216E.08 and Minnesota Administrative Rules 7850.2400. 
 
Other topics. These topics included one comment regarding increased risk of 
terrorist attack, one comment on frequency of easement compensation, one 
comment related to route adjustments made in the Bigfork area during 
Minnesota Power’s routing process, one question regarding existing capacity 
at the Minnesota/Ontario boarder, and comments from five agencies related 
to coordination and communication, information sharing/information 
sourcing, and timing of decision-making steps. 
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Table 2-2 Directory of Stakeholder Comments 

Stakeholder Name and Affiliation 

Comment 
Date and 
Source  

First Name Last Name Affiliation Date Received Via 

Federal Agencies     

Tamara Cameron USACE 12/10/10132 Mail 

Peter Fasbender USFWS 7/1/2014 Mail 

Lisa Mandell USFWS 8/14/2014 Mail 

Patricia Trapp 
National Park 
Service 

8/15/2014 Mail 

Kenneth Westlake EPA 8/14/2014 Mail and Email 

State Agencies     

Stacy Kotch MnDOT 8/14/2014 Mail 

Ryan Reed 
MnDNR - Grand 
Rapids 

7/17/2014 Oral - Littlefork July 17, 11:00 am 

Ryan Reed 
MnDNR - Grand 
Rapids 

7/17/2014 Oral - Littlefork July 17, 11:00 am 

Ryan Reed 
MnDNR - Grand 
Rapids 

7/23/2014 Oral - Bigfork July 23, 6:00 pm 

Jamie Schrenzel MnDNR 8/1/2014 Email 

Jamie Schrenzel MnDNR 8/15/2014 Email 

Local Government Agencies 

Balsam Township 
Balsam 
Township 

Balsam Township 7/23/2014 Mail 

Troy  Beckner 
Balsam Volunteer 
Fire Dept. 

8/6/2014 Mail 

Itasca County Board 
of Commissioners 

Itasca County 
Board of 
Commissioners 

Itasca County 
Board of 
Commissioners 

5/13/2014 Mail 

Lawrence Township 
Lawrence 
Township 

Lawrence 
Township 

7/16/2014 Mail 

Casey Venema 
Lawrence 
Township 

5/8/2014 Email 

David Leonhardt 

Waskish Town 
Board and Citizen 
Advisory 
Committee for the 
Big Bog State 
Recreation Area 

7/16/2014 Oral - Baudette July 16, 6:00 pm 

                                                      

2 The USACE December 2013 letter included content relevant to EIS scoping and USACE concurrence points that are 
concurrent with EIS scoping. 
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Stakeholder Name and Affiliation 

Comment 
Date and 
Source  

First Name Last Name Affiliation Date Received Via 

David Leonhardt 

Waskish Town 
Board and Citizen 
Advisory 
Committee for the 
Big Bog State 
Recreation Area 

7/23/2014 Oral - Kelliher July 23, 11:00 am 

David Leonhardt 

Waskish Town 
Board and Citizen 
Advisory 
Committee for the 
Big Bog State 
Recreation Area 

7/23/2014 Oral - Kelliher July 23, 11:00 am 

Non-Governmental Organizations and Individuals 

Gary Bailey Private Citizen 7/23/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Balsam Bible Chapel 
Balsam Bible 
Chapel 

The Board of 
Elders 

7/29/2014 Mail 

Thomas Beadle Private Citizen 5/28/2014 Mail 

Thomas Beadle Private Citizen  Mail 

Thomas Beadle Private Citizen 7/16/2014 Oral - Baudette July 16, 6:00 pm 

Dr. Erwin Berglund Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Email 

Tom Boland Private Citizen 7/23/2014 Oral - Bigfork July 23, 6:00 pm 

Tom Boland Private Citizen 7/23/2014 Oral - Bigfork July 23, 6:00 pm 

Kathryn and Joseph Boyle Private Citizen 5/15/2014 Email 

Kathryn and Joseph Boyle Private Citizen 8/18/2014 Email 

Jim Bulera Private Citizen 8/3/2014 Email 

Cheryl Bunes Private Citizen 5/16/2014 Email 

Cheryl Bunes Private Citizen 5/12/2014 Mail 

Michael Bunes Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Mail 

Michael and Cheryl Bunes Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Mail 

Michael Bunes Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 6:00 pm 

Cheryl Bunes Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 6:00 pm 

Toni Burbie Private Citizen 6/23/2014 Mail 

Wanda Burbie Private Citizen 5/29/2014 Mail 

Tammy Card Private Citizen 5/19/2014 Mail 

Tammy Card Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 6:00 pm 

Linda Castagneri Private Citizen 8/11/2014 Mail 

Linda Castagneri Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 11:00 am 

David Christiansen Private Citizen 1/15/2014 Email 
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Stakeholder Name and Affiliation 

Comment 
Date and 
Source  

First Name Last Name Affiliation Date Received Via 

Joanne Cockrum Private Citizen 8/11/2014 Mail 

Joanne  Cockrun Private Citizen 7/17/2014 Oral - Littlefork July 17, 11:00 am 

Luis Contreras Private Citizen 8/14/2014 Email 

Ross Dally Private Citizen 7/16/2014 Oral - Baudette July 16, 6:00 pm 

Robert and Janet Delich Private Citizen 8/18/2014 Mail 

Robert and Janet Delich Private Citizen 5/13/2014 Mail 

Robert and Janet Delich Private Citizen 5/8/2014 Mail 

Robert and Janet Delich Private Citizen 5/7/2014 Mail 

Brad Dokken Private Citizen 8/12/2014 Mail 

Brad Dokken Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

John Dunn Private Citizen 8/14/2014 Email 

Mark Elton Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Marlin Elton Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Mail 

Marlin Elton Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Marlin Elton Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Email 

Curtis Erickson Private Citizen 5/2/2014 Email 

Byron Fiedler Private Citizen 7/17/2014 Oral - Littlefork July 17, 11:00 am 

Nick Francisco Private Citizen 7/16/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Jerry Freaks Private Citizen 5/14/2014 Email 

Brian Fredrickson Private Citizen 7/27/2014 Email 

Brian Fredrickson Private Citizen 7/28/2014 Website 

William  Gary Private Citizen 7/17/2014 Oral - Littlefork July 17, 11:00 am 

Carl  Gibson 
Bear Lake Cabin 
Owners 
Association 

8/12/2014 Email 

Cora Gray Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Email 

Ron Gustafson Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 11:00 am 

LeRoy Hagrle Private Citizen 5/19/2014 Mail 

Dave  Hancock Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Mike  Hanson Northstar Electric 7/17/2014 Oral - Littlefork July 17, 11:00 am 

Darin Heller Private Citizen 5/30/2014 Website 

Darin Heller Private Citizen 8/13/2014 Email 

Darin Heller Private Citizen 7/16/2014 Oral - Roseau July 16, 11:00 am 

D Hosel Private Citizen 5/27/2014 Mail 

James Johnson Private Citizen 4/27/2014 Email 
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Stakeholder Name and Affiliation 

Comment 
Date and 
Source  

First Name Last Name Affiliation Date Received Via 

James Johnson Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Email 

James Johnson Private Citizen 4/27/2014 Email 

Jeff Johnson Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Website 

Jeff Johnson Private Citizen 5/15/2014 Email 

Cavour Johnson Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 11:00 am 

Cavour Johnson Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 11:00 am 

Patrick Kvien Private Citizen 8/12/2014 Website 

David Leonhardt Private Citizen 7/16/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Richard Libbey Private Citizen 4/15/2014 Email 

Richard Libbey Private Citizen 8/14/2014 Email 

Richard Libbey Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Email 

Richard Libbey Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Email 

Richard Libbey Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Email 

Richard Libbey Private Citizen 5/15/2014 Email 

Richard Libbey Private Citizen 5/15/2014 Email 

Richard  Libbey Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 11:00 am 

Richard Libbey Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 11:00 am 

Richard Libbey Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 11:00 am 

Richard Libbey Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 6:00 pm 

Larry Lindholm 
RGGS Land & 
Minerals Ltd. L.P. 

5/19/2014 Email 

Lindner  Private Citizen 10/15/2014 
CON Hearing – Grand Rapids October 
15 

Mark Lofgren Private Citizen 5/6/2014 Mail 

Mark  Lofgren Private Citizen 5/29/2014 Mail 

Mark  Lofgren Private Citizen 7/28/2014 Mail 

Mark and Colleen Lofgren Private Citizen 7/3/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Mark Lofgren Private Citizen 7/23/2014 Oral - Bigfork July 23, 6:00 pm 

Mark and Beth Mandich Private Citizen 6/3/2014 Mail 

Joel  Mattfield Private Citizen 5/4/2014 Email 

Meloy Mattfield Private Citizen 5/21/2014 Mail 

Meloy Mattfield Private Citizen 8/7/2014 Mail 

Meloy Mattfield Private Citizen 5/12/2014 Mail 

Meloy Mattfield Private Citizen 4/12/2014 Mail 

Norman Mattfield Private Citizen 5/13/2014 Mail 
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Stakeholder Name and Affiliation 

Comment 
Date and 
Source  

First Name Last Name Affiliation Date Received Via 

Meloy Mattfield Private Citizen 7/23/2014 Oral - Bigfork July 23, 6:00 pm 

Meloy Mattfield Private Citizen 7/23/2014 Oral - Bigfork July 23, 6:00 pm 

Warren McQuay Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 6:00 pm 

Gary and Jeanne Messiner Private Citizen  Email 

Multiple Landowners 
Multiple 
Landowners 

Private Citizens, 
landowners 

8/15/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Richard Myers Private Citizen 8/10/2014 Mail 

Richard Myers Private Citizen 
5/27/2014, 
5/6/2014, 
5/4/2014 

Mail 

Dick Myers Private Citizen 7/16/2014 Oral - Baudette July 16, 6:00 pm 

Steve Nelson Private Citizen 7/17/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Steve Nelson Private Citizen 7/17/2014 
Oral - International Falls July 17, 6:00 
pm 

Bob Nick Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 11:00 am 

Brent Ostlund Private Citizen 7/16/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Brent Ostlund Private Citizen 7/16/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Brent Ostlund Private Citizen 7/16/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Brent and Orin Ostlund Private Citizen 6/25/2014 Mail 

Brent and Orin Ostlund Private Citizen 5/12/2014 Mail 

Brent Ostlund Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 6:00 pm 

Carol Overland 
RRANT 
Representative 

7/23/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Carol Overland 
RRANT 
Representative 

8/15/2014 Mail 

Carol Overland Private Citizen 7/23/2014 Oral - Bigfork July 23, 6:00 pm 

Carol Overland Private Citizen 7/23/2014 Oral - Bigfork July 23, 6:00 pm 

Carol Overland 
RRANT 
Representative 

7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 11:00 am 

Carol Overland 
RRANT 
Representative 

7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 11:00 am 

Robert Oveson Private Citizen 8/9/2014 Website 

Robert Oveson Private Citizen 8/9/2014 Email 

Robert Oveson Private Citizen 7/17/2014 Oral - Littlefork July 17, 11:00 am 

Robert Oveson Private Citizen 7/17/2014 Oral - Littlefork July 17, 11:00 am 

Lyle Pearson Private Citizen  Email 

Beth Pederson Private Citizen 5/15/2014 Email 

C-28



 

 
 

 25  
 

Stakeholder Name and Affiliation 

Comment 
Date and 
Source  

First Name Last Name Affiliation Date Received Via 

Candace Perry Private Citizen 5/16/2014 Mail 

Patrick Perry Private Citizen 5/16/2014 Mail 

Don Peterson Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Email 

Kevin Peterson Private Citizen 7/16/2014 Mail 

Kevin Peterson Private Citizen 8/11/2014 Mail 

Kevin Peterson Private Citizen 7/17/2014 
Oral - International Falls July 17, 6:00 
pm 

Roy Procopio Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Roy  Procopio Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 6:00 pm 

Brian Rice Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Gregg Rice Private Citizen 7/27/2014 Email 

Kirby Rice Private Citizen 8/12/2014 Website 

Sheldon Rice Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Website 

Steven Rice Private Citizen 5/2/2014 Email 

Stuart Rice Private Citizen 7/22/2014 Website 

Stuart Rice Private Citizen 7/31/2014 Website 

Stuart Rice Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Stuart Rice Private Citizen 8/12/2014 Website 

Randy Robb Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Dave  Roerick Private Citizen 8/15/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Dave Roerick Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 11:00 am 

Larry Rukevina Private Citizen 5/22/2014 Mail 

Jamie Schrenzel Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 6:00 pm 

Sally Sedgwick Private Citizen 7/23/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Dean Sedgwick Private Citizen 7/23/2014 Oral - Bigfork July 23, 6:00 pm 

Sally  Sedgwick Private Citizen 7/23/2014 Oral - Bigfork July 23, 6:00 pm 

Dean Sedgwick Private Citizen 7/23/2014 Oral - Bigfork July 23, 6:00 pm 

Carol Seisland Private Citizen 7/22/2014 Public Scoping Meeting 

Warren Stoe Private Citizen 5/29/2014 Email 

Strand 
Dan and 
Elizabeth 

Private Citizen 10/15/2014 
CON Hearing – Grand Rapids October 
15 

Strand 
Dan and 
Elizabeth 

Private Citizen 11/4/2014 Mail 

Steve Takaichi Private Citizen 7/22/2014 Email 

Harvey Wahlquist Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 11:00 am 

Mark Walsh Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 11:00 am 

C-29



 

 
 

 26  
 

Stakeholder Name and Affiliation 

Comment 
Date and 
Source  

First Name Last Name Affiliation Date Received Via 

Bob Walsh Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 11:00 am 

Robert Ward Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 6:00 pm 

Roger Webber Private Citizen 7/23/2014 Oral - Bigfork July 23, 6:00 pm 

Roger Webber Private Citizen 7/23/2014 Oral - Bigfork July 23, 6:00 pm 

Roger and MaryJo Weber Private Citizen 8/16/2014 Mail 

Darrell and Delores White Private Citizen 7/30/2014 Mail 

Delores White Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 11:00 am 

Darrell  White Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 11:00 am 

Darrell White Private Citizen 7/24/2014 Oral - Grand Rapids July 24, 11:00 am 

Tim Williamson Private Citizen 7/23/2014 Oral - Kelliher July 23, 11:00 am 

Richard Yuenger Private Citizen 5/17/2014 Email 

William  Yuenger Private Citizen 7/23/2014 Oral - Bigfork July 23, 6:00 pm 

     

2.1 Alternative Route Segments/Alignment Modifications Proposed 
during Scoping 

The alternative route segments and alignment modifications proposed during scoping are identified in 
Figure 2-1. These alternative segments and modifications were developed by reviewing comments 
received during the scoping process. In some areas, multiple commenters suggested avoiding the same 
issue (e.g., residential areas or protected natural areas) or one modification mitigated several issues raised 
by commenters (e.g., sensitive lands, houses, following existing corridors). Detailed figures showing the 
requested alternative route segments and alignment modifications that were developed from the scoping 
comments for analysis in the EIS are provided in Appendix F. 
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Appendix D 

DOC-EERA Scoping Decision 
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Appendix E 

Route Analysis Data Tables 
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Appendix H Noise Supplement
Noise Overview and Noise Standards 
Noise is generally defined as unwanted sound. Sound travels in mechanical wave motion and produces a 
sound pressure level. Sound pressure level is commonly measured in decibels (dB), representing the 
logarithmic increase in sound energy relative to a reference energy level. Sound measurement is further 
refined by using an A-weighted decibel scale (dBA) to emphasize the range of sound frequencies that are 
most audible to the human ear (i.e., between 1,000 and 8,000 cycles per second). Decibel measurements 
discussed in this environmental impact statement (EIS) are presented using the dBA scale (MPCA 2008, 
reference H1). 

A noise level change of three dBA is barely discernible to average human hearing. A five dBA change in 
noise level, however, is clearly noticeable. A ten dBA change in noise levels is perceived as a doubling or 
halving of noise loudness, while a 20 dBA change is considered a dramatic change in loudness. 
Cumulative noise increases occur on a logarithmic scale. If a noise source is doubled, there is a three dBA 
increase in noise, which is barely discernible to the human ear. For cumulative increases in noise resulting 
from sources of different magnitudes, the rule of thumb is that if there is a difference of greater than ten 
dBA between noise sources, there will be no additive effect to the overall noise level. Figure H-1 shows 
noise levels associated with common, everyday sources and provides a context for the magnitude of noise 
levels discussed here. 

 
Figure H-1 Noise levels associated with common, everyday sources
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Typically, noise is evaluated according to two general criteria: the extent to which noise levels exceed 
federal, state, or (where applicable) local noise regulations; and the estimated degree of disturbance to 
people. 

The Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) has established standards for the regulation of noise 
levels. Land use activities associated with residential, commercial and industrial land have been grouped 
together into Noise Area Classifications (NAC; Minn. R. 7030.0050). Each NAC is then assigned both 
daytime (7 a.m.to 10 p.m.) and nighttime (10 p.m. to 7 a.m.) limits for land use activities within the NAC 
(Minn. R. 7030.0040).  

Table H-1 shows the MPCA daytime and nighttime limits in dBA for each NAC. The limits are expressed as 
a range of permissible dBA within a one hour period. L50 is the dBA that may be exceeded 50 percent of 
the time within an hour, while L10 is the dBA that may be exceeded ten percent of the time within one 
hour. Residences, which are typically considered sensitive to noise, are classified as NAC-1 (MPCA 2008, 
reference H1).  

Table H-1 Applicable Noise Standards for Different Land Uses in Minnesota

Noise Area Classification 
(NAC) 

Noise Standard dB(A) 
Daytime 

(7 a.m. to 10 p.m.) 
Nighttime 

(10 p.m. to 7 a.m.) 
L50 L10 L50 L10 

Residential (NAC-1) 60 65 50 55 
Commercial (NAC-2) 65 70 65 70 
Industrial (NAC-3) 75 80 75 80 
Undeveloped (NAC-4) None None None None 
 

Minnesota’s state noise level standards are more stringent than the U.S. Department of Housing and 
Urban Development standards; therefore, noise levels in the project area can conservatively be compared 
to state standards.  

In addition to local, state, and federal standards, the degree of disturbance becomes a key factor in 
evaluating noise conditions. Typically this includes a focus on residents in the vicinity of the area under 
evaluation. The concept of human disturbance varies with a number of interrelated factors, including 
changes in noise levels;, the presence of other, non-project-related noise sources in the vicinity, people’s 
attitudes toward the project, the number of people exposed, and the type of human activity affected (e.g., 
sleep or quiet conversation as compared to physical work or active recreation).  

Project Noise
Noise associated with the project would be produced by construction of the transmission lines and 
substations, and by its operation.  

As discussed in the Section 6.1.3 of this EIS, noise levels associated with construction will be highly 
localized and intermittent. Table H-2 and Table H-3 provides additional detail regarding typical noise 
levels associated with a variety of types of construction equipment that may be used during construction 
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of the proposed project. Receptors (people/residences), though perhaps nearby, would be located outside 
of the immediate construction area, so sound levels associated with construction equipment shown in 
Tables H-2 and Table H-3 are not necessarily indicative of noise levels experienced by sensitive receptors.      

Table H-2 Typical Noise Levels of Transmission Line Construction Equipment

Equipment 
Type 

Maximum Noise 
Level 

(Lmax, dBA) 

Utilization 
Factor 

 

Estimated Noise 
Level (dBA) at 

50 feet 
Pickup Truck 55 0.4 51 
Crew Cab 55 0.4 51 
Compressor Trailer 80 0.4 76 
Crane 85 0.16 77 
Backhoe/Frontend loader 80 0.4 76 
Auger Truck 85 0.2 78 
Water Truck 84 0.4 80 
Dump Truck 84 0.4 80 
Concrete Truck 85 0.4 81 
Fork Lift 86 0.4 82 
Vibratory Pile Driver 95 0.2 88 

Estimated Transmission Line Construction Noise Level (at 50 feet) 91 
Sources: (FHWA 2006, Reference H2) 
Notes: Noise emission levels and utilization factors are based on FHWA guidelines. 

Table H-3 Typical Noise Levels of Substation Construction Equipment

Equipment 
Type 

Maximum Noise 
Level 
(dBA) 

Distance 
(feet) 

Utilization 
Factor 

 

Estimated Noise 
Level (dBA) at 

50 feet 
Backhoe 80 50 0.4 76 
Bobcat 82 50 0.8 81 
Flatbed Truck 84 50 0.4 80 
Excavator  85 50 0.4 81 
Foundation Auger 85 50 0.2 78 
Dump Truck 84 50 0.4 80 
Concrete Truck 85 50 0.4 81 
Loader 80 50 0.4 76 
Forklift 86 50 0.4 82 
Crane  85 50 0.16 77 
Water Truck  84 50 0.4 80 
Crew Vehicle 55 50 0.4 51 
Manlift 85 50 0.2 78 
Paving Roller 85 50 0.2 78 
Asphalt Paver 85 50 0.5 82 
Tractor 84 50 0.4 80 
Compressor 80 50 0.4 76 
Generator 82 50 0.5 79 

Estimated Substation Construction Noise Level (at 50 feet)  92 
Sources: (FHWA 2006, Reference H2) 
Notes: Noise emission levels and utilization factors are based on FHWA guidelines. 
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Construction of the proposed compensation station and regeneration stations is assumed to require 
similar equipment as those necessary to build the proposed Iron Range 500 kV substation, resulting in 
similar levels of construction noise 

Audible Noise from Transmission Lines
Noise from the operation of transmission lines is primarily associated with the “corona effect,” small 
electrical discharges which ionize surrounding air molecules, causing a cracking or hissing noise that may 
be audible from directly below the transmission line, especially during damp conditions. The Applicant has 
modeled Audible Noise (AN) from the proposed 500 kV transmission lines under rainy conditions (worst 
case scenario for noise generated from corona effect), considering two configurations: standalone 500 kV 
transmission line and collocation of the proposed Project with existing transmission lines. The Applicant’s 
calculations for the audible noise results are provided in Table H-4.  

Table H-4 Predicted Audible Noise Levels from the proposed Project Transmission Line in 
Rainy Weather Conditions

Proposed Transmission Line 
Configuration 

Maximum Audible Noise Level (dBA) 

Within ROW At edge of ROW 
At 300 feet from 

centerline 
500 kV Transmission Line (Stand-alone, 
not paralleling existing lines) 

51 48 43 

500 kV Transmission Line paralleling 
existing 500 kV Transmission Line(1) 

52 52 51 

500 kV Transmission Line paralleling 
existing 230 kV Transmission Line(2) 

51 50 46 

500 kv Transmission Line paralleling 
existing 115 kV Transmission Line(3) 

51 48 43 

500 kV paralleling two existing 115 kV 
Transmission Lines(4) 

51 48 43 

500 kV paralleling existing 115 kV and 
230 kV Transmission Lines(5) 

51 49 45 

Source: (Minnesota Power, reference H3; also Appendix I of the FEIS).  
 
Notes: 
(1) Existing 500 kV D602F transmission line (self-supporting tower structures). For this analysis the applicant 

calculated audible noise up to 400 feet from the centerline. Results are reported at 300 feet for comparison 
purposes. 

(2) Existing 230 kV 83L transmission line (H-Frame structures). 
(3) Existing 115 kV 28L tap (H-Frame structures). 
(4) Existing 115 kV 62L and 63L transmission lines (H-Frame structures). 
(5) Existing 115 kV 20L and 230 kV 83L transmission lines (H-Frame structures). 

Substation Noise
Noise from operation of the proposed Project does not solely emanate from the transmission line; it also 
includes noise from the proposed Iron Range 500 kV Substation. Predominant operational noise sources 
at substations are transformers and shunt reactors. Transformer noise results from vibrations associated 
with magnetic forces inside substation transformers and from cooling fans and pumps that control 
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transformer temperature. Most of the other equipment at a substation is either silent or generates 
minimal noise in comparison to the transformers and shunt reactors. 

Based on electrical design optimization studies, the Applicant anticipates that the predominant noise 
emitters from the proposed Iron Range 500 kV Substation would include a single 1,200 MVA 500/230 kV 
transformer bank and two 150 MVAr 500 kV shunt reactors. The 500/230 kV transformer bank would 
consist of three single phase 400 MVA transformers and a spare unit of the same size that would not 
normally carry load. At the moment of the FEIS publication, the exact location of the transformer and 
reactor banks has not yet been defined; however, the Applicant provided the following conservative 
substation noise assessment based on the best available information (Minnesota Power 2015b, reference 
H4). 

Based on a preliminary site plan for the Iron Range 500 kV Substation, the Applicant modeled the 
transformer bank as a single point source located approximately midpoint of the substation site, Similarly, 
a single point source was assumed for the reactor bank (consisting of two reactors) located at the 
northern fence line of the substation site. Transformer noise levels were calculated using the Electric 
Power Plant Environmental Noise Guide (EPPENG), which have resulted higher compared to values 
provided by transformer manufacturers for a transformer comparable size and design characteristics 
(Minnesota Power 2015b, reference H4). Reactor noise levels were estimated using the National Electrical 
Manufacturer’s Association (NEMA) Standard TR1 Table 0-2, which provides guidance to manufacturers 
pertaining to the maximum allowable noise level for electrical equipment operations (NEMA 2000, 
reference H6).  Presence of other noise sources in the area, such as wind and traffic, as well as existing 
natural or man-made barriers to noise propagation were not included in the Applicant’s noise model.  

Two nearest residences were considered for the substation noise analysis, one located north of the 
preliminary substation site plan, approximately 1,120 feet from the midpoint of the substation, and 
another one located northeast of the substation approximately 1,700 feet from the midpoint of the site 
plan. Tables H-5 and H-6 provide the noise levels calculated by the Applicant for both sensitive receptors, 
based on the equipment information available and the preliminary substation site plan. 

Table H-5 Calculated Substation Noise Levels for Northern Receptor

Range of Noise Emissions from Equipment  Noise Level at Northern Receptor (dBA) 

Transformers 
 (SPL at 3 feet) 

Reactors  
(SPL at 6 feet) 

Transformers 
(at 1,120 feet) 

Reactors 
(at 1,155 feet) 

Overall SPL at 
Residence  

Low 82 90 30 44 44 
High 92 90 40 44 46 

Source: Minnesota Power 2015b, reference H4. 
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Table H-6 Calculated Substation Noise Levels for Northeastern Receptor

Range of Noise Emissions from Equipment  Noise Level at Northeastern Receptor (dBA) 

Transformers 
 (SPL at 3 feet) 

Reactors  
(SPL at 6 feet) 

Transformers 
(at 1,700 feet) 

Reactors 
(at 1,100 feet) 

Overall SPL at 
Residence  

Low 82 90 27 45 45 
High 92 90 37 45 45 

Source: Minnesota Power 2015b, reference H4. 

 
Table H-7 provides a summary of the estimated noise levels associated with the proposed Project 
construction, transmission line operation, and substation operation and how they attenuate over distance.   

Table H-7 Summary of Estimated Noise Levels for the Proposed Project

Proposed Project Noise Source/ Distance to Receiver (feet) 
Predicted Noise Level (dBA) 

50 100 250 500 1,000 1,500 
500 kV Transmission Line Construction 91 85 77 71 65 62 
Iron Range 500 kV Substation Construction 92 86 78 72 66 62 
500 kV Transmission Line Operation 52 46 38 32 26 22 
Iron Range 500 kV Substation Operation (Transformers) 68 62 54 48 42 38 
 

Operational noise levels from the proposed Project would be generally below the Minnesota standards 
and because construction noise is intermittent and levels decrease by 6 dBA with a doubling of distance, 
noise levels at residences along the route are generally not expected to exceed Minnesota’s daytime noise 
standards during construction (Table H-1). 

References
H1. Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA). 2008. A Guide to Noise Control In Minnesota: 

Acoustical Properties, Measurement, Analysis and Regulation. 

H2. Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). 2006. FHWA Roadway Construction Noise Model User’s 
Guide. FHWA-HEP-05-054. January. 

H3. Minnesota Power 2015a. Audible Noise Simulation Results. Provided in Comment Letter 209 to the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement. July.  

H4. Minnesota Power 2015. Memorandum. Response to Request for Information (RFI) – Substation 
Noise. April 6, 2015. 

H5. National Electrical Manufacturers Association (NEMA). 2000. NEMA Standards Publication TR-1-1993 
(R2000) Transformers, Regulators and Reactors. Rosslyn, VA. 
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Applicant’s Audible Noise and EMF Calculations 

  



Audible Noise Simulation Results



Audible Noise Simulation Results 

  

-300 -200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300
500 kV Guyed-Delta 550 kV 43.3 45.2 47.9 49.7 50.3 50.5 50.3 49.7 47.9 45.2 43.3
500 kV Guyed-V 550 kV 42.2 44.1 47.2 49.1 49.8 50.1 49.8 49.1 47.2 44.1 42.2
500 kV Self-Supporting 550 kV 42.2 44.1 47.2 49.1 49.8 50.1 49.8 49.1 47.2 44.1 42.2

Predicted L50 Audible Noise Level (dBA) at Maximum Operating Voltage
Where Not Paralleling Existing Transmission Lines

Distance from Project ROW CenterlineStructure Type Line Voltage



Audible Noise Simulation Results 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

  

-200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300 400
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 500 kV Self-Supporting

550 kV
550 kV

47.4 49.7 51.2 51.8 52.1 52.2 52.0 52.0 53.4 50.5 47.9

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 500 kV Self-Supporting

550 kV
550 kV

46.9 49.2 50.8 51.4 51.8 51.9 51.7 51.7 53.4 50.4 47.7

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 500 kV Self-Supporting

550 kV
550 kV 46.9 49.2 50.8 51.4 51.8 51.9 51.7 51.7 53.4 50.4 47.7

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline

Predicted L50 Audible Noise Level (dBA) at Maximum Operating Voltage
Where Parallel to Existing 500 kV Transmission Line (Self-Supporting Tower)



Audible Noise Simulation Results 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

  

-200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300 400
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 500 kV Guyed-Delta

550 kV
550 kV

47.3 49.6 51.1 51.7 52.0 52.0 51.9 51.7 52.8 50.2 47.8

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 500 kV Guyed-Delta

550 kV
550 kV

46.8 49.1 50.7 51.4 51.7 51.8 51.6 51.5 52.7 50.1 47.6

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 500 kV Guyed-Delta

550 kV
550 kV 46.8 49.1 50.7 51.4 51.7 51.8 51.6 51.5 52.7 50.1 47.6

Predicted L50 Audible Noise Level (dBA) at Maximum Operating Voltage
Where Parallel to Existing 500 kV Transmission Line (Guyed-Delta Tower)

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline



Audible Noise Simulation Results 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

  

-300 -200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

550 kV
253 kV

44.2 45.9 48.5 50.2 50.8 51.1 51.0 50.6 50.0 50.3 46.3

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

550 kV
253 kV

43.4 45.1 47.9 49.7 50.4 50.7 50.6 50.2 49.6 50.1 45.9

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

550 kV
253 kV 43.4 45.1 47.9 49.7 50.4 50.7 50.6 50.2 49.6 50.1 45.9

Predicted L50 Audible Noise Level (dBA) at Maximum Operating Voltage
Where Parallel to Existing 230 kV Transmission Line (H-Frame Tower)

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline



Audible Noise Simulation Results 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

 

  

-300 -200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

550 kV
127 kV

43.3 45.2 47.9 49.7 50.3 50.5 50.3 49.7 47.9 45.2 43.3

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

550 kV
127 kV

42.2 44.1 47.2 49.1 49.8 50.1 49.8 49.1 47.2 44.2 42.2

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

550 kV
127 kV 42.2 44.1 47.2 49.1 49.8 50.1 49.8 49.1 47.2 44.2 42.2

Predicted L50 Audible Noise Level (dBA) at Maximum Operating Voltage
Where Parallel to Existing 115 kV Transmission Line (H-Frame Tower)

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline



Audible Noise Simulation Results 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

  

-300 -200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

550 kV
127 kV
127 kV

43.3 45.2 47.9 49.7 50.3 50.5 50.3 49.7 47.9 45.2 43.3

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

550 kV
127 kV
127 kV

42.2 44.1 47.2 49.1 49.8 50.1 49.8 49.1 47.2 44.2 42.2

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

550 kV
127 kV
127 kV

42.2 44.1 47.2 49.1 49.8 50.1 49.8 49.1 47.2 44.2 42.2

Predicted L50 Audible Noise Level (dBA) at Maximum Operating Voltage
Where Parallel to Two Existing 115 kV Transmission Lines (H-Frame Towers)

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline



Audible Noise Simulation Results 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

 

 

-300 -200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

550 kV
127 kV
253 kV

43.7 45.5 48.2 49.9 50.5 50.7 50.5 50.0 48.6 47.5 45.0

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

550 kV
127 kV
253 kV

42.6 44.5 47.4 49.3 50.0 50.3 50.1 49.5 47.9 47.0 44.3

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

550 kV
127 kV
253 kV

42.6 44.5 47.4 49.3 50.0 50.3 50.1 49.5 47.9 47.0 44.3

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline

Predicted L50 Audible Noise Level (dBA) at Maximum Operating Voltage
Where Parallel to Existing 115 kV & 230 kV Transmission Lines (H-Frame Towers)



Electric Field Simulations Results
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Magnetic Field Simulation Results



Magnetic Field Simulation Results: Projected Peak Loading 

 

 

  

-300 -200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300
500 kV Guyed-Delta 1,024 A 3.2 7.2 26.8 73.1 111.2 126.2 111.2 73.1 26.8 7.2 3.2
500 kV Guyed-V 1,024 A 5.2 11.6 44.8 115.9 143.8 141.9 143.8 115.9 44.8 11.6 5.2
500 kV Self-Supporting 1,024 A 5.2 11.6 44.8 115.9 143.8 141.9 143.8 115.9 44.8 11.6 5.2

Predicted Intensity of Magnetic Fields (mG) at Projected Peak Loading
Where Not Paralleling Existing Transmission Lines

Distance from Project ROW CenterlineStructure Type Line Current



Magnetic Field Simulation Results: Projected Peak Loading 

 

 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

 

-200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300 400
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 500 kV Self-Supporting

1,024 A
1,897 A

11.5 33.8 78.5 108.2 110.8 92.9 68.3 67.4 258.8 66.9 18.8

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 500 kV Self-Supporting

1,024 A
1,897 A

15.9 51.1 117.2 136.1 126.6 123.7 98.5 72.4 254.8 68.8 19.9

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 500 kV Self-Supporting

1,024 A
1,897 A 15.9 51.1 117.2 136.1 126.6 123.7 98.5 72.4 254.8 68.8 19.9

Predicted Intensity of Magnetic Fields (mG) at Projected Peak Loading
Where Parallel to Existing 500 kV Transmission Line (Self-Supporting Tower)

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline



Magnetic Field Simulation Results: Projected Peak Loading 

 

 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

  

-200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300 400
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 500 kV Guyed-Delta

1,024 A
1,897 A

9.9 30.8 75.1 108.1 116.7 98.9 65.3 46.4 211.7 43.0 12.6

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 500 kV Guyed-Delta

1,024 A
1,897 A

14.2 48.3 115.3 137.4 132.7 131.5 102.4 59.8 207.6 44.9 13.6

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 500 kV Guyed-Delta

1,024 A
1,897 A 14.2 48.3 115.3 137.4 132.7 131.5 102.4 59.8 207.6 44.9 13.6

Predicted Intensity of Magnetic Fields (mG) at Projected Peak Loading
Where Parallel to Existing 500 kV Transmission Line (Guyed-Delta Tower)

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline



Magnetic Field Simulation Results: Projected Peak Loading 

 

 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

  

-300 -200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

1,024 A
    434 A

3.7 7.9 27.9 73.8 110.4 123.3 107.7 71.5 32.0 60.1 9.1

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

1,024 A
    434 A

5.6 12.3 45.7 116.0 142.3 139.0 140.0 112.3 45.5 61.4 11.1

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

1,024 A
    434 A 5.6 12.3 45.7 116.0 142.3 139.0 140.0 112.3 45.5 61.4 11.1

Predicted Intensity of Magnetic Fields (mG) at Projected Peak Loading
Where Parallel to Existing 230 kV Transmission Line (H-Frame Tower)

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline



Magnetic Field Simulation Results: Projected Peak Loading 

 

 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

  

-300 -200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

1,024 A
      32 A

3.2 7.2 26.8 73.0 111.2 126.3 111.3 73.1 26.7 12.4 2.9

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

1,024 A
      32 A

5.2 11.6 44.7 115.9 143.9 142.0 143.9 116.0 44.7 16.7 4.8

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

1,024 A
      32 A 5.2 11.6 44.7 115.9 143.9 142.0 143.9 116.0 44.7 16.7 4.8

Predicted Intensity of Magnetic Fields (mG) at Projected Peak Loading
Where Parallel to Existing 115 kV Transmission Line (H-Frame Tower)

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline



Magnetic Field Simulation Results: Projected Peak Loading 

 

 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

  

-300 -200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

1,024 A
   536 A
   536 A

5.3 5.9 22.6 63.0 103.2 128.9 123.1 86.4 37.5 60.7 7.7

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

1,024 A
   536 A
   536 A

9.1 10.1 38.8 104.3 142.3 146.4 150.1 132.2 58.0 65.4 5.8

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

1,024 A
   536 A
   536 A

9.1 10.1 38.8 104.3 142.3 146.4 150.1 132.2 58.0 65.4 5.8

Predicted Intensity of Magnetic Fields (mG) at Projected Peak Loading
Where Parallel to Two Existing 115 kV Transmission Lines (H-Frame Towers)

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline



Magnetic Field Simulation Results: Projected Peak Loading 

 

 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

 

 

 

-300 -200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

1,024 A
   557 A
   601 A

8.3 8.1 26.3 66.1 102.4 120.8 110.8 77.9 38.4 34.4 17.7

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

1,024 A
   557 A
   601 A

12.1 12.2 42.0 105.5 138.7 137.6 137.6 118.2 49.5 30.0 19.6

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

1,024 A
   557 A
   601 A

12.1 12.2 42.0 105.5 138.7 137.6 137.6 118.2 49.5 30.0 19.6

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline

Predicted Intensity of Magnetic Fields (mG) at Projected Peak Loading
Where Parallel to Existing 115 kV & 230 kV Transmission Lines (H-Frame Towers)



Magnetic Field Simulation Results: Max Continuous Rating 
 

 

 

  

-300 -200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300
500 kV Guyed-Delta 2,000 A 6.3 14.1 52.9 147.3 227.2 258.1 227.2 147.3 52.9 14.1 6.3
500 kV Guyed-V 2,000 A 10.1 22.8 88.5 235.0 292.5 286.2 292.5 235.0 88.5 22.8 10.1
500 kV Self-Supporting 2,000 A 10.1 22.8 88.5 235.0 292.5 286.2 292.5 235.0 88.5 22.8 10.1

Predicted Intensity of Magnetic Fields (mG) at Maximum Continuous Rating
Where Not Paralleling Existing Transmission Lines

Distance from Project ROW CenterlineStructure Type Line Current



Magnetic Field Simulation Results: Max Continuous Rating 
 

 

 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

 

-200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300 400
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 500 kV Self-Supporting

2,000 A
2,000 A

18.6 60.3 153.0 223.8 241.7 207.7 140.2 85.6 267.1 72.9 21.4

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 500 kV Self-Supporting

2,000 A
2,000 A

27.3 95.2 236.4 284.1 269.9 271.3 216.1 103.9 259.1 76.6 23.6

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 500 kV Self-Supporting

2,000 A
2,000 A 27.3 95.2 236.4 284.1 269.9 271.3 216.1 103.9 259.1 76.6 23.6

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline

Predicted Intensity of Magnetic Fields (mG) at Maximum Continuous Rating
Where Parallel to Existing 500 kV Transmission Line (Self-Supporting Tower)



Magnetic Field Simulation Results: Max Continuous Rating 
 

 

 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

  

-200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300 400
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 500 kV Guyed-Delta

2,000 A
2,000 A

16.9 57.2 149.4 223.8 248.0 214.3 138.5 64.9 217.3 47.9 14.9

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 500 kV Guyed-Delta

2,000 A
2,000 A

25.5 92.3 234.2 285.5 276.2 279.5 220.5 94.6 209.4 51.7 16.9

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 500 kV Guyed-Delta

2,000 A
2,000 A 25.5 92.3 234.2 285.5 276.2 279.5 220.5 94.6 209.4 51.7 16.9

Predicted Intensity of Magnetic Fields (mG) at Maximum Continuous Rating
Where Parallel to Existing 500 kV Transmission Line (Guyed-Delta Tower)

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline



Magnetic Field Simulation Results: Max Continuous Rating 
 

 

 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

  

-300 -200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

2,000 A
1,198 A

7.5 16.0 56.0 149.5 225.2 250.1 217.7 143.6 70.4 165.7 22.6

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

2,000 A
1,198 A

11.3 24.6 91.3 235.3 288.3 278.2 281.9 225.4 94.2 167.9 26.5

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

2,000 A
1,198 A 11.3 24.6 91.3 235.3 288.3 278.2 281.9 225.4 94.2 167.9 26.5

Predicted Intensity of Magnetic Fields (mG) at Maximum Continuous Rating
Where Parallel to Existing 230 kV Transmission Line (H-Frame Tower)

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline



Magnetic Field Simulation Results: Max Continuous Rating 
 

 

 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

  

-300 -200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

2,000 A
      96 A

6.3 14.1 52.8 147.2 227.3 258.4 227.5 147.4 52.5 29.9 5.4

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

2,000 A
      96 A

10.1 22.7 88.5 235.0 292.7 286.5 292.9 235.3 88.3 38.3 9.0

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

2,000 A
      96 A 10.1 22.7 88.5 235.0 292.7 286.5 292.9 235.3 88.3 38.3 9.0

Predicted Intensity of Magnetic Fields (mG) at Maximum Continuous Rating
Where Parallel to Existing 115 kV Transmission Line (H-Frame Tower)

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline



Magnetic Field Simulation Results: Max Continuous Rating 
 

 

 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

  

-300 -200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

2,000 A
   929 A
   929 A

5.3 12.6 50.4 145.7 229.4 265.5 235.9 151.9 71.2 143.0 12.6

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

2,000 A
   929 A
   929 A

9.1 21.3 86.3 235.1 296.4 293.6 302.5 244.5 105.8 152.0 9.1

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame

2,000 A
   929 A
   929 A

9.1 21.3 86.3 235.1 296.4 293.6 302.5 244.5 105.8 152.0 9.1

Predicted Intensity of Magnetic Fields (mG) at Maximum Continuous Rating
Where Parallel to Two Existing 115 kV Transmission Lines (H-Frame Towers)

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline



Magnetic Field Simulation Results: Max Continuous Rating 
 

 

 

[Simulation assumes that Project ROW is adjacent to existing line ROW] 

 

-300 -200 -100 -50 -25 0 25 50 100 200 300
Project: 500 kV Guyed-Delta
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

2,000 A
   804 A
1,753 A

8.3 17.2 58.1 151.4 224.8 246.1 212.1 140.2 76.7 127.5 44.8

Project: 500 kV Guyed-V
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

2,000 A
   804 A
1,753 A

12.1 25.9 93.3 236.0 286.6 274.3 276.2 219.1 93.3 119.3 48.3

Project: 500 kV Self-Supporting
Existing: 115 kV H-Frame
Existing: 230 kV H-Frame

2,000 A
   804 A
1,753 A

12.1 25.9 93.3 236.0 286.6 274.3 276.2 219.1 93.3 119.3 48.3

Structure Type Line Voltage Distance from Project ROW Centerline

Predicted Intensity of Magnetic Fields (mG) at Maximum Continuous Rating
Where Parallel to Existing 115 kV & 230 kV Transmission Lines (H-Frame Towers)
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Appendix J Property Values Supplement 
Attempts to correlate proximity to transmission lines with impacts to property values are complicated by 
the interaction of several relevant factors, including geographic region, land use, variability in perceptions 
over time, and limited sales data for similar properties before and after construction of transmission lines. 
Researchers have generally used survey-based techniques and statistical analyses to make inferences and 
draw conclusions about the relationship between transmissions lines and property values. In general, 
surveys provide useful insights for estimating price effects based on public opinion, yielding what 
researchers refer to as “stated preferences.” Statistical analyses, on the other hand, reflect the actual 
behavior of property buyers and sellers in terms of recorded sales prices, providing what researchers refer 
to as the “revealed preferences.” In other words, there is often incongruity between what people think and 
how they actually behave. Measuring both perceptions and actual behaviors helps researchers understand 
the relationship between transmission lines and property values. 

A recent literature review (Jackson and Pitts 2010, reference I1) examined 17 studies on the relationship 
between transmission lines and property values to compare their results and to develop some general 
conclusions. The 17 studies, spanning the time period between 1956 and 2009, were compiled and 
reviewed by Real Property Analytics, Inc., a private firm specializing in the valuation of property potentially 
affected by external environmental factors. The Real Property Analytics review was published in the 
Journal of Real Estate Literature, which is a publication of the American Real Estate Society. The studies 
evaluated impacts from transmission lines ranging from 69 kilovolts (kV) to 345 kV. They were placed into 
one of three categories designated by the authors: 

Survey-based studies; 

Statistical sales-based analyses using multivariate analysis to isolate the impact of transmission 
lines by holding other variables statistically constant; and  

Sales-based analyses not using multivariate analysis, but utilizing factors such as sale/resale 
analysis, price per square foot comparisons, case studies and “paired sales” analysis, where the 
values of two homes that are similar in all respects except for proximity to transmission lines are 
compared. 

Upon completion of their review of the studies, Jackson and Pitts (2010, reference I1) concluded the 
following: 

“The studies reviewed…generally pointed to small or no effects on sales prices due to the presence of 
electric transmission lines. Some studies found an effect but this effect generally dissipated with time and 
distance. The effects that were found ranged from approximately 2% to 9%. Most studies found no effect 
and in some cases a premium was observed.”  

Jackson and Pitts discussed the utility of both survey-based and statistically-based methods, quoting one 
of the research papers to note that statistical analyses “reflect what buyers and sellers actually do, 
opposed to what potential buyers say they might do, under specified hypothetical circumstances” 
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Selected findings from Jackson and Pitts’s literature review are provided below, along with the year and 
type of study: 

Survey-based studies 

Kinnard, 1967 – Questionnaires were sent to property owners intersected by or abutting 
transmission line right-of-way (ROW) in 17 Connecticut subdivisions. Over 85 percent indicated 
they would purchase again in the same location. Kinnard concluded that property value is not 
significantly affected by proximity to transmission lines.  

Morgan et al., 1985 – A questionnaire asked participants to rank the risk from transmission lines, 
electric blankets and 14 other common hazards. Electric blankets and transmission lines were 
ranked as presenting the least risk. Participants were then provided with information on electric 
and magnetic fields (EMF) and associated potential health effects. Subsequent questionnaire 
responses indicated a change in perception and an increased concern about the risk of EMF. 

Solum, 1985 – Presented a questionnaire to 180 agricultural, recreational, or residential property 
owners in northwest Wisconsin whose land was encumbered by transmission lines. All three types 
had some level of concern over the proximity of the lines, but for varying reasons. Further 
interviews indicated that all but one of the properties sold at a market price comparable to non-
encumbered properties and that none of the buyers had reduced their purchase offers due to the 
presence of the transmission line. 

Delaney and Timmons, 1992 – Survey results from 219 real estate appraisers found that 84 
percent believed that transmission line proximity results in an average ten percent lower market 
value. Ten percent of respondents found no effect and six percent thought transmission lines 
increased property value due to larger lots for similar price. 

Kung and Seagle, 1992 – Sent a questionnaire to homeowners in Memphis and Shelby Counties, 
Tennessee. Half of the respondents considered the transmission line an eyesore; however, 72 
percent of those who thought the lines were an eyesore also said the lines had no effect on the 
purchase price. Prices of homes adjacent to the transmission line are similar to prices of other 
homes in the same neighborhood. 

Priestly and Evans, 1996 – Conducted a survey of 445 homeowners living near transmission lines 
in the San Francisco area. Eighty-seven percent of the 267 respondents felt the transmission line 
was a negative element in their neighborhood.  

Statistical Sales Price Analyses 

Brown, 1976 – Conducted regression analysis on sales of farm land in Sakatchewan, Canada, 
between 1965 and 1970 and found that the relationship of land value to the number of power 
line structures was not statistically significant and that the lines did not negatively affect property 
value. Brown also found that the structures can be an impediment to farming operations. 
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Colwell and Foley, 1979 – Examined 200 property sales over a ten-year period in Decatur, Illinois 
and found that sales price increases as distance from a transmission line increases. Property 
values were approximately six percent lower within 50 to 200 feet of the transmission line, but 
there was no difference in property value beyond 200 feet.  

Colwell, 1990 – Followed up the study above and confirmed that the selling price of residential 
property increases as distance from the transmission line increases. The rate of increase slows 
with distance and eventually disappears. 

Rigdon, 1991 – Evaluated 46 properties sold in Marquette County, Michigan over a five-year 
period and found no statistically significant relationship between sales price and proximity to a 
transmission line easement.  

Hamilton and Schwann, 1995 – Reviewed previous literature and found that transmission lines can 
reduce adjacent property values, but that the reduction is generally less than five percent of 
property value and that the reduction diminishes at 600 feet. 

Des Rosiers, 1998 – Reviewed property values of 507 homes in the Montreal area and found an 
average drop in property value of 9.6 percent for homes immediately adjacent to the line. He also 
found an average increase of up to 9.2 percent in value for homes one to two lots away from the 
transmission line and no effect beyond 500 feet. 

Wolverton and Bottemiller, 2003 and Cowger, Bottemiller and Cahill, 1996 – Two studies, both 
conducted in Portland, Vancouver, and Seattle, the 2003 work repeating the 1996 study with more 
rigorous analytical methods. Both applied statistical methods to paired-sales analysis and found 
no price effect on residential property from proximity to transmission lines. The data also show no 
difference in appreciation rates between homes near a transmission line and homes further away. 

Chalmers and Voorvaart, 2009 – Studied residential properties sold in Connecticut and 
Massachusetts between 1999 and 2007 and found proximity to transmission lines to have an 
insignificant effect on sales prices.    

Sales-based analyses 

Carll, 1956 – Compared property values and interviewed owners, buyers and brokers along a 
transmission line in Los Angeles and found that residences adjoining the ROW had not sold at a 
discount and that lenders did not adjust loan amounts for lots adjacent to the ROW.  

Bigras, 1964 – Reviewed over 1,900 deeds of sale and mortgages in Quebec and found that prices 
for vacant land adjacent to transmission lines were generally higher than the average price of all 
transactions. Land adjacent to transmission lines was sold faster and was developed to a higher 
degree than land away from the lines.  

Jackson and Pitts (2010) concluded from these studies that proximity to transmission lines results in little 
or no effect on property value. In studies where transmission lines were found to have impacts to property 
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values, the decrease in values typically ranged from approximately two percent to ten percent. In some 
instances, increases in property value were found. The following additional studies and reviews generally 
reach a similar conclusion. 

Between 1978 and 1982, Jensen and Weber and the Jensen Management Company conducted three 
studies in west-central Minnesota. The studies in 1978 and 1982 are of particular interest since they 
consider effects to agricultural land. The 1978 study found that the landowners cited an inconvenience to 
the presence of the line, but had not paid less for their land (Weber and Jensen 1978, reference I2). The 
1982 study, however, found there was a broad range of effect from no effect to a 20 percent reduction, 
which depended on the amount of disruption to farm operations (Jensen and Weber 1982, reference I3). 

In the final EIS on the Arrowhead-Weston Electric Transmission Line Project, the Wisconsin Public Service 
Commission (PSC) addressed the issue of property value changes associated with high voltage 
transmission lines. This document summarized the findings of approximately 30 papers, articles, and court 
cases covering the period of 1987 through 1999. The Arrowhead-Weston EIS provides six general 
observations (Reference I4): 

The potential reduction in sale price for single family homes may range from zero to 14 percent. 

Adverse effects on the sale price of smaller properties could be greater than effects on the sale 
price of larger properties. 

Other amenities, such as proximity to school or jobs, lot size, square footage of a house and 
neighborhood characteristics, tend to have a much greater effect on sale price than the presence 
of a power line. 

The adverse effects appear to diminish over time. 

Effects on sale price are most often observed for properties crossed by or immediately adjacent to 
a power line, but effects have also been observed for properties farther away from the line. 

The value of agricultural property is likely to decrease if the power line poles are placed in an area 
that inhibits farm operations. 

The Arrowhead-Weston Electric Transmission Line Project environmental impact statement (EIS) reported 
that in Midwest states such as Minnesota, Wisconsin and the Upper Peninsula of Michigan, the average 
decrease appears to be between four and seven percent. The EIS noted that it is very difficult to make 
predictions about how a specific transmission line would affect the value of specific properties.  

An additional potential adverse effect of transmission lines on adjacent properties is on the ability of 
homeowners and developers to obtain Federal Housing Administration (FHA) and/or Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) loans. Section 2.2(J) of the current HUD guidebook 4150.2 addresses this issue in the 
following FAQ: 
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FAQ: Is a property eligible for FHA if there are overhead or high voltage power lines 
nearby? 

The appraiser must indicate whether the dwelling or related property improvements is 
located within the easement serving a high-voltage transmission line, radio/TV transmission 
tower, cell phone tower, microwave relay dish or tower, or satellite dish (radio, TV cable, 
etc).   

1) If the dwelling or related property improvement is located within such an easement, the 
lender must obtain a letter from the owner or operator of the tower indicating that the 
dwelling and its related property improvements are not located within the tower’s 
(engineered) fall distance in order to waive this requirement.   

2) If the dwelling and related property improvements are located outside the easement, the 
property is considered eligible and no further action is necessary. The appraiser, however, is 
instructed to note and comment on the effect on marketability resulting from the proximity 
to such site hazards and nuisances. 

In general and for safe operation of the line, a residence cannot be located within a transmission line 
ROW; thus, all residences near the project would fall into category 2 (a dwelling located “outside the 
easement”). For this category, the HUD appraiser is directed to comment on any effects on marketability 
resulting from the transmission line. These comments could affect loan values if an appraiser believes the 
residence is nevertheless located so near the transmission line that the line could be a hazard or nuisance.  

References 
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Appendix K Electric and Magnetic Fields Supplement 
There is concern about the potential for adverse health effects from exposure to electric and magnetic 
Fields (EMF) as the result of residing near high voltage transmission lines (HVTLs). Extremely low-
frequency (ELF) - EMF that is emitted from HVTLs does not have the energy to ionize molecules or to heat 
them; however, they are fields of energy and thus have the potential to produce effects.  

In the 1970s, epidemiological studies indicated a possible association between childhood leukemia and 
EMF levels. Since then, various types of research, including animal studies, epidemiological studies, clinical 
studies and cellular studies, have been conducted to examine the potential health effects of EMF. 
Scientific panels and commissions have reviewed and studied this research data. These studies have been 
conducted by, among others, the National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences (NIEHS), the World 
Health Organization (WHO), the International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC), the Scientific 
Committee on Emerging and Newly Identified Health Risks (SCENIHR) and the Minnesota State 
Interagency Working Group (MSIWG). In general, these studies concur that: 

Based on epidemiological studies, there is a weak association between childhood leukemia and 
EMF exposure. There is however no consistent association between EMF exposure and other 
diseases in children or adults.   

Laboratory, animal, and cellular studies fail to show a cause and effect relationship between 
disease and EMF exposure at common EMF levels. A biological mechanism for how EMFs might 
cause disease has not been established.  

Because a cause and effect relationship cannot be established, yet a weak association between childhood 
leukemia and EMF exposure has been shown: 1) the potential health effects of EMF are uncertain; 2) no 
methodology for estimating health effects based on EMF exposure exists; 3) further study of the potential 
health effects of EMF is needed; and 4) a precautionary approach, including regulations and guidelines, is 
needed in designing and using all electrical devices. 

Researchers continue to study potential health effects related to ELF-EMF and potential causal 
mechanisms. The following sections provide brief summaries from scientific panels and commissions that 
have examined the potential health impacts of ELF-EMF. 

In 1992, the U.S. Congress authorized the Electric and Magnetic Fields Research and Public Information 
Dissemination Program (EMF-RAPID program). Congress instructed NIEHS and the U.S. Department of 
Energy to direct and manage a program of research and analysis aimed at providing scientific evidence to 
clarify the potential for health risk from exposure to ELF-EMF. The program provided the following 
conclusions to Congress (NIEHS 1999, reference K1): 

“The scientific evidence suggesting that ELF-EMF exposures pose any health risk is weak. 

Epidemiological studies have serious limitations in their ability to demonstrate a cause and effect 
relationship whereas laboratory studies, by design, can clearly show that cause and effect are 
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possible. Virtually all of the laboratory evidence in animals and humans and most of the 
mechanistic work done in cells fail to support a causal relationship between exposure to ELF-EMF 
at environmental levels and changes in biological function or disease status. The lack of consistent 
positive findings in animal or mechanistic studies weakens the belief that this association (the 
epidemiological association between ELF-EMF and childhood leukemia) is actually due to ELF-
EMFs but it cannot completely discount the epidemiological findings.  

The NIEHS concludes that ELF-EMF exposure cannot be recognized as entirely safe because of 
weak scientific evidence that exposure may pose a leukemia hazard. In our opinion, this finding is 
insufficient to warrant aggressive regulatory concern. However, because virtually everyone in the 
United States uses electricity and therefore is routinely exposed to ELF-EMF, passive regulatory 
action is warranted such as a continued emphasis on education both the public and regulated 
community on means aimed at reducing exposures. The NIEHS does not believe that other 
cancers or non-cancer outcomes provide sufficient evidence of a risk to currently warrant 
concern.” 

In 2002, the EMF-RAPID program published a detailed question and answer pamphlet summarizing 
research on ELF-EMF and potential health effects. The pamphlet is available at: 
http://www.niehs.nih.gov/health/materials/electric_and_magnetic_fields_associated_with_the_use_of_electr
ic_power_questions_and_answers_english_508.pdf 

World Health Organization 
In 1996, the WHO established the International EMF Project to study the potential health impacts of EMF. 
The project develops and disseminates information on EMF and public health. In 2007, the WHO issued an 
environmental health monograph on ELF-EMF (WHO 2007, reference K2). The monograph concluded: 

“Scientific evidence suggesting that everyday, chronic low-intensity (above 0.3 – 0.4 μT) power-
frequency magnetic field exposure poses a health risk is based on epidemiological studies 
demonstrating a consistent pattern of increase risk for childhood leukemia. Uncertainties in the 
hazard assessment include the role that control selection bias and exposure misclassification 
might have on the observed relationship between magnetic fields and childhood leukemia. In 
addition, virtually all of the laboratory evidence and the mechanistic evidence fail to support a 
relationship between low-level ELF magnetic fields and changes in biological function or disease 
status. Thus, on balance, the evidence is not strong enough to be considered causal, but 
sufficiently strong to remain a concern. 

A number of other diseases have been investigated for the possible association with ELF magnetic 
field exposures. These include cancers in children and adults, depression, suicide, reproductive 
dysfunction, developmental disorders, immunological modifications and neurological disease. The 
scientific evidence supporting a linkage between ELF magnetic fields and any of these diseases is 
much weaker than for childhood leukemia and in some cases (for example, for cardiovascular 
disease or breast cancer) the evidence is sufficient to give confidence that magnetic fields do not 
cause the disease. 
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The use of precautionary approaches is warranted. However, electric power brings obvious health, 
social and economic benefits and precautionary approaches should not compromise these 
benefits. Furthermore, given both weakness of the evidence for a link between exposure to ELF 
magnetic fields and childhood leukemia and the limited impacted on public health if there is a 
link, the benefits of exposure reduction on health are unclear. Thus, the costs of precautionary 
measures should be very low. The costs of implementing exposure reductions would vary from 
one country to another, making it very difficult to provide general recommendation for balancing 
the costs against the potential risk from ELF fields.” 

International Agency for Research on Cancer 
Since 1969, the IARC has been evaluating the carcinogenic risks of chemicals and other agents, such as 
viruses and radiation. In 2001, the IARC convened a working group of scientists to evaluate possible 
carcinogenic risks to humans from exposure to EMF (IARC 2002, reference K3). These scientists concluded 
that ELF magnetic fields are possibly carcinogenic to humans (a “Group 2B carcinogen”). Group 2B 
carcinogens are agents for which there is limited evidence of carcinogenicity in humans and less than 
sufficient evidence for carcinogenicity in experimental animals. The working group concluded: 

“Since the first report suggesting an association between residential ELF electric and magnetic 
fields and childhood leukemia was published in 1979, dozens of increasingly sophisticated studies 
have examined this association. In addition, there have been numerous comprehensive review, 
meta-analyses and two recent pooled analyses. In one pooled analysis…no excess risk was seen 
for exposure to ELF magnetic fields below 0.4 μT and a twofold excess risk was seen for exposure 
above 0.4 μT. [In the other study] a relative risk of 1.7 for exposure above 0.3 μT was reported.  

No consistent relationship has been seen in studies of childhood brain tumors or cancers at other 
sites and residential ELF electric and magnetic fields.  

While a number of studies are available, reliable data on adult cancer and residential exposure to 
ELF electric and magnetic fields, including the use of appliances, are sparse and methodologically 
limited…. Although there have been considerable number of reports, a consistent association 
between residential exposure and adult leukemia and brain cancer has not been established.” 

Scientific Committee on Emerging and Newly Identified Health Risks 
(SCENIHR)
The SCENIHR serves as an advisory committee to the European Commission. At the request of the 
Commission, the SCENIHR reviewed possible adverse health impacts due to EMF. In 2007, the committee 
concluded (SCENIHR 2007, reference K4): 

“The previous conclusion (by a prior advisory committee, the Scientific Committee on Toxicity, 
Ecotoxicity and the Environment, CSTEE) that ELF magnetic fields are possibly carcinogenic, chiefly 
based on occurrence of childhood leukemia, is still valid. For breast cancer and cardiovascular 
disease, recent research has indicated that an association is unlikely. For neurodegenerative 
diseases and brain tumors, the link to ELF fields remains uncertain.” 
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In 2009, the committee updated its prior opinion after reviewing new studies of ELF-EMF (SCENIHR 2009, 
reference K5) and concluded: 

“The new information available is not sufficient to changes the conclusions of the 2007 opinion. 
The few new epidemiological and animal studies that have addressed ELF exposure and cancer do 
not change the previous assessment that ELF magnetic fields are a possible carcinogen and might 
contribute to an increase in childhood leukemia. At present, in vitro studies did not provide a 
mechanistic explanation of this epidemiological finding. 

New epidemiological studies indicate a possible increase in Alzheimer’s disease arising from 
exposure to ELF. Further epidemiological and laboratory investigations of this observation are 
needed.”  

Minnesota State Interagency Working Group (MSIWG) 
In 2002, the MSIWG on EMF issues was formed to examine the potential health impacts of EMF and to 
provide science-based information to policy makers in Minnesota. Working group members included 
representatives from the Department of Commerce, Department of Health, Pollution Control Agency, 
Public Utilities Commission, and Environmental Quality Board. The working group issued a white paper 
entitled “A White Paper on Electric and Magnetic Field (EMF) Policy and Mitigation Options” (MSIWG on 
EMF Issues 2002, reference K6). The white paper concluded: 

“Some epidemiological results do show a weak but consistent association between childhood 
leukemia and increasing exposure to EMF... However, epidemiological studies alone are 
considered insufficient for concluding that a cause and effect relationship exists and the 
association must be supported by data from laboratory studies. Existing laboratory studies have 
not substantiated this relationship… nor have scientists been able to understand the biological 
mechanism of how EMF could cause adverse effects. In addition, epidemiological studies of 
various other diseases, in both children and adults, have failed to show any consistent pattern of 
harm from EMF. 

The Minnesota Department of Health concludes that the current body of evidence is insufficient 
to establish a cause and effect relationship between EMF and adverse health effects. However, as 
with many other environmental health issues, the possibility of a health risk from EMF cannot be 
dismissed. Construction of new generation and transmission facilities to meet increasing electrical 
needs in the state is likely to increase exposure to EMF and public concern regarding potential 
adverse health effects. 

Based on its review, the Work Group believes the most appropriate public health policy is to take 
a prudent avoidance approach to regulating EMF. Based upon this approach, policy 
recommendations of the Work Group include: 

o Apply low-cost EMF mitigation options in electric infrastructure construction projects; 

o Encourage conservation; 
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o Encourage distributed generation; 

o Continue to monitor EMF research; 

o Encourage utilities to work with customers on household EMF issues; and 

o Provide public education on EMF issues.” 
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Stray Voltage 

Causes of  Stray Voltage 
Stray voltage and its impacts on livestock and other confined animals have been studied in detail by 
state and federal agencies, universities, electric utilities, and numerous scientists since the late 1970s.  
The PSCW has opened investigations, encouraged the upgrade of rural distribution systems, 
established measurement protocols, and compiled a stray voltage database to track investigations, all 
in order to develop successful strategies for minimizing stray voltage in farm operations 
(http://psc.wi.gov/utilityInfo/electric/strayVoltage.htm).  Over the decades, significant resources 
have been allocated to understand this issue. 

Electrical systems, including farm systems and utility distribution systems, are grounded to the earth 
to ensure safety and reliability, as required by the National Electrical Safety Code and the National 
Electrical Code.  Because of this, some current flows through the earth at each point where the 
electrical system is grounded and a small voltage develops.  This voltage is called neutral-to-earth 
voltage (NEV).  When NEV is measured between two objects that are simultaneously contacted by 
an animal, a current will flow through the animal and it is considered stray voltage.  Animals may 
then receive a mild electrical shock that can cause a behavioral response.  At low voltages, an animal 
may flinch with no other noticeable effect.  At higher levels, avoidance or other negative behaviors 
may result.  Stray voltage may not be noticeable to humans. 

Low levels of alternating current (AC) voltage on the grounded conductors of a farm wiring system 
are a normal and unavoidable consequence of operating electrical farm equipment.  In other words 
some levels of stray voltage will always be found on a farm.  For example, a dairy cow may feel a 
small electric shock when it makes contact with an energized water trough.  The issue of concern is 
stray voltage that occurs at a level that negatively affects an animal’s behavior, health, and more 
specifically, milk production. 

Stray voltage can be caused by a combination of on-farm and off-farm causes.  One off-farm 
contributor to stray voltage is the operation of transmission lines in close proximity and parallel to a 
distribution line.  As a means to minimize new transmission line impacts, new lines are often 
co-located near a distribution ROW or the distribution line is underbuilt on the new transmission 
poles.  This configuration can contribute to stray voltage issues.  To minimize the likelihood of stray 
voltage occurrences, utilities sometimes propose to relocate these paralleling distribution lines 
further away from the transmission line and/or burying the distribution line underground.  
Additionally, the PSCW may require the utility to conduct pre-construction and post-construction 
testing of potentially impacted farms and lines. 

Potential Impacts of  Stray Voltage  
Herd problems can be difficult to diagnose.  There are many factors to consider such as the herd’s 
environment, diet, and health.  Dairy cow behaviors that may indicate the presence of stray voltage 
include nervousness at milking time, increased milking time, decreased milk production, increased 
Somatic Cell Count, increased defecation or urination during milking, hesitation in approaching 
waterers or feeders, a reluctance to enter the barn or milking parlor, or an eagerness to leave the 
barn.  Some of these symptoms are interrelated.  For example, a dairy cow that does not drink 
sufficient water due to shocks may have decreased milk production.  However, these same 
symptoms can be caused by other factors that are unrelated to stray voltage such as increased 
mastitis or milk-withholding problems for farms with milking parlors or in barns with milk pipelines.  
If stray voltage is suspected to be the cause of herd problems, the farm should be tested.  
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In 1996, the PSCW established a stray voltage “level of concern” of 2 milliamps (PSCW docket 05-
EI-115).  The level of concern is not intended as a “damage” level but as a very conservative, below-
the-injury level, below the point where moderate avoidance behavior is likely to occur, and well 
below where a cow’s behavior or milk production would be affected.  The PSCW and DATCP 
consider that at this level of current, some form of mitigative action should be taken on the farmer’s 
behalf. 

The level of concern is further defined with respect to how it should be reduced.  If a utility 
distribution system contributes one milliamp or more to stray voltage on a farm, the utility must take 
corrective action to reduce its contribution to below the one milliamp level.  If the farm electrical 
system contributes more than one milliamp, the farmer may want to consider taking corrective 
measures to reduce the level below one milliamp. 

Mitigation of Stray Voltage 
When stray voltage is a concern, electrical measurement in confined livestock areas should be done 
using the established PSCW-approved testing procedures with appropriate equipment.  These testing 
protocols have been developed to collect a reasonable set of data useful in the analysis of the 
quantity and quality of stray voltage that may be present under a variety of conditions, and the 
source (including on-farm versus off-farm sources) of such stray voltage. 

Field research shows that cow contact current is often dependent on both on- and off-farm 
electrical power systems.  A common on-farm source of stray voltage is the inappropriate 
interconnection of equipment grounding conductors with the neutral conductors of the farm wiring 
system.  Mitigation of stray voltage can be achieved through a variety of proven and acceptable 
methods, such as additional grounding or the installation of an equipotential plane. 

Farm operators may receive additional technical assistance from the Wisconsin Rural Electric Power 
Services (REPS) program (as defined and authorized by Wis. Stat. §§ 93.41 and 196.857).  The REPS 
program is jointly managed by the PSCW and DATCP.   DATCP 
(http://datcp.wi.gov/Farms/Wisconsin_Farm_Center/Farm_Rewiring/Stray_Voltage/index.aspx) 
provides an ombudsman, veterinarian, an energy technical advisor, and a program assistant to the 
REPS program.  REPS staff provides information about stray voltage and power quality issues; work 
to answer regulatory questions; conduct on-farm and distribution system investigations that can 
assist farmers in working with the utility or electrician to resolve a power quality concern; provide a 
format for dispute resolution; and continue to research electrical issues.  REPS staff also works with 
farmers, their veterinarians and nutritionists to resolve herd health and production problems.   

Water Resources 

Potential Impacts to Surface Waters 
Waterways in the form of creeks, streams, rivers, and lakes are abundant throughout Wisconsin.  
Many of these waters have been designated as special resources that have state, regional, or national 
significance.  Construction and operation of a transmission line across these resources may have 
both short-term and long-term effects.  The type and significance of the impact is dependent on the 
characteristics of the water resource and the transmission line design.  Waterway use, physical 
features such as channel width, herbaceous plant cover, and water quality, recreational use, and the 
scenic quality of the river and its surrounding landscape are important factors in assessing potential 
impacts. 
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ITC Midwest LLC (“ITC Midwest”) developed this Agricultural Impact Mitigation Plan 
(“AIMP”) with the Minnesota Department of Agriculture (“MDA”) in compliance with 
Minnesota Statutes Section 216E.10, subdivision 3(b). The AIMP identifies measures ITC 
Midwest will take during construction of its Minnesota – Iowa 345 kV Transmission 
Project in Jackson, Martin, and Faribault counties, Minnesota (“Project”) to avoid, 
mitigate, minimize, repair, or provide compensation for impacts on Agricultural Land. 
The AIMP and its provisions will be implemented during construction and restoration 
activities that ITC Midwest undertakes for the Project prior to filing notice of 
completion of construction with the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission.  

Capitalized words and other defined terms have the meanings given to them in this 
AIMP and its appendix. Use of “Landowner” in this AIMP may be construed to read 
“Landowner and/or Tenant.” 

This AIMP and its construction standards and policies apply only to construction 
activities occurring on privately owned Agricultural Land. If agricultural tile is 
encountered, whether on Non-Agricultural Land or Agricultural Land, ITC Midwest 
will implement construction standards relating to the repair of tile on Agricultural 
Lands discussed further in this AIMP. Portions of this AIMP that identify standards and 
policies as they apply to Organic Agricultural Land apply only to the types of lands 
defined in the National Organic Program Rules (7 C.F.R. Parts 205.100; 205.101, and 
205.202). Further, construction standards and policies identified in this AIMP can be 
modified through Easement or other agreement between ITC Midwest and the 
Landowner of Agricultural Land, as appropriate. In such case, the Easement or other 
agreement will control. 

ITC Midwest will negotiate in good faith with each Landowner of Agricultural Land to 
secure an agreement containing the conditions or provisions necessary to implement 
the provisions of this AIMP. The mitigative actions set forth in this AIMP are subject to 
negotiation and approval or change by Landowner of Agricultural Land, so long as 
such changes are negotiated with and acceptable to ITC Midwest. Mitigative actions 
will be executed by qualified contractors retained by ITC Midwest, unless otherwise 
specified or agreed upon by Landowner.  ITC Midwest and Landowner may agree that 
certain activities will be performed by Landowner. ITC Midwest maintains a damage 
claim policy outlining compensation policies for damage to property, including but not 
limited to crop damages, and will provide a copy of this policy to the Landowner 
during Easement acquisition negotiations. 
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Unless otherwise specified in this AIMP or in an Easement or other agreement 
negotiated between ITC Midwest and Landowner, construction standards and policies 
or mitigative actions will be implemented within 90 days after completion of Final 
Clean-up activities on Agricultural Land. Weather conditions or other circumstances 
identified by mutual agreement between Landowner and ITC Midwest may delay 
implementation of mitigative actions after final cleanup. Where practicable, ITC 
Midwest may make temporary repairs. These temporary repairs may be made to 
minimize additional property damage or interference with the Landowner’s access to 
the subject Agricultural Land.  

ITC Midwest or its contractors will implement the construction standards and policies 
or mitigative actions identified within this AIMP so long as such activities do not 
conflict with any applicable Federal or State rules, regulations, permits, licenses, 
approvals, or conditions obtained by ITC Midwest for the Project. Should any activity 
within this AIMP be determined to be unenforceable due to Federal or State rules, 
regulations, permits, licenses, approvals, or conditions, ITC Midwest will inform the 
Landowner and will identify a reasonable alternative activity. 

Prior to Right-of-Way preparation for, or construction of, the Project, ITC Midwest will 
make a good faith effort to provide each Landowner with contact information, 
including a phone number and address, that can be used to contact ITC Midwest 
regarding any impacts to Agricultural Land or other construction-related concern or 
question. ITC Midwest will provide updated information to the Landowner within a 
reasonable time of any change to ITC Midwest contacts. 

Mitigative Actions 
ITC Midwest will reasonably restore and/or compensate Landowner, as appropriate, 
for damages caused by ITC Midwest as a result of transmission line construction, and as 
outlined in this plan. ITC Midwest will decide whether to restore land and/or 
compensate Landowner after a discussion with the Landowner. 

Advance Notice of Access 
ITC Midwest will make good faith efforts to provide notice to the Landowner in 
advance of the commencement of construction activities on Agricultural Land. Notice 
may include personal contact, email, letter, or telephone contact.  

Agricultural Monitor 
An Agricultural Monitor shall be retained and funded by ITC Midwest but will report 
directly to the MDA. The Agricultural Monitor’s primary function will be to audit ITC 
Midwest’s compliance with this AIMP. The Agricultural Monitor will not have the 
authority to direct construction activities and will not have authority to stop 
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construction. The Agricultural Monitor will notify ITC Midwest’s Inspector if s/he 
believes a compliance issue has been identified. The Agricultural Monitor will have full 
access to Agricultural Land crossed by the Project and will have the option of attending 
meetings where construction on Agricultural Land is discussed. Specific duties of the 
Agricultural Monitor will include, but are not limited to the following: 

1. Participate in preconstruction training activities sponsored by ITC Midwest.

2. Monitor construction and restoration activities on Agricultural Land for
compliance with provisions of this AIMP.

3. Report instances of noncompliance with the AIMP to ITC Midwest’s
Inspector.

4. Prepare regular compliance reports and submit to MDA, as requested by the
MDA.

5. Coordinate communication of Landowner concerns to the MDA, if necessary.

6. Maintain a written log of Landowner concerns reported by the ITC Midwest
Inspector and/or land rights agent regarding compliance with this AIMP.
The written log should record whether the Agricultural Monitor reported
each logged concern to the MDA.

7. Be responsible for determining whether weather conditions have caused the
soil to become so wet that the activity to alleviate compaction would reduce
the future production capacity of the land and advising ITC Midwest’s
Inspector of these conditions. ITC Midwest will be solely responsible in
making the decision on whether it will proceed with construction under these
conditions. Compensation for Landowner, as appropriate, will be determined
as described in the “Procedures for Determination of Damages and
Compensation” section of this AIMP.

8. In disputes between ITC Midwest and a Landowner over restoration, advise
the MDA on whether the agricultural restoration is reasonably adequate in
consultation with the ITC Midwest Inspector and ITC land agent.

Qualifications and Selection of the Agricultural Monitor 
The Agricultural Monitor will have a bachelor’s degree in agronomy, soil science or 
equivalent work experience. The Agricultural Monitor will have demonstrated practical 
experience with pipeline or electric transmission line construction and restoration on 
Agricultural Land. The MDA and ITC Midwest will jointly select the Agricultural 
Monitor. 
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ITC Midwest Inspector 
The ITC Midwest’s Inspector will: 

1. Be -time member of ITC Midwest inspection team.

2. Be responsible for verifying ITC Midwest compliance with provisions of this
AIMP during construction.

3. Work collaboratively with other members of ITC Midwest’s construction team,
land right agents, and the Agricultural Monitor in achieving compliance with
this AIMP.

4. Observe construction activities on Agricultural Land on a regular basis.

5. Have the authority to stop construction activities that are determined to be out of
compliance with provisions of this AIMP.

6. Document instances of noncompliance and work with construction personnel to
identify and implement appropriate corrective actions as needed.

7. Provide construction personnel with training on provisions of this AIMP before
construction begins.

8. Provide construction personnel with field training on specific topics as needed.

Pole Placement 
During the design of the Project, ITC Midwest's engineering, land rights and permitting 
staff will seek input from Landowner, as practicable, to address pole placement issues. 
Prior to construction, the land rights agents will review the staked pole locations with 
the Landowner when requested to do so by the Landowner. 

Pole Removal 
If the Project is constructed along an existing 69 kV or 161 kV transmission line, and ITC 
Midwest determines the existing facilities can be reasonably co-located, ITC Midwest 
may remove existing transmission line structures.  For transmission line structures that 
do not have a footing, ITC Midwest will extract the pole from the ground if possible. In 
the event a pole cannot be extracted by pulling, ITC Midwest will excavate an area to 
uncover approximately 60 percent of the buried pole and an attempt will be made to 
extricate an excavated pole entirely. If an excavated pole cannot be removed in its 
entirety, the pole will either be cut off at the excavated depth (in the range of 
approximately five feet) or pushed over if the pole cannot be cut. If an existing 
transmission structure to be removed for purposes of the Project has a concrete footing, 
ITC Midwest will work with the Landowner to determine at what depth the footing 
must be removed so farming operations can continue on the property. 
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If ITC Midwest removes an existing pole, all support anchors for the structure will be 
removed. In these instances, ITC Midwest will work with the Landowner to identify 
any tile lines located near anchors prior to removal of the anchors. Additionally, if any 
damage to tile occurs as a result of pole or anchor removal, ITC Midwest will adhere to 
the “Agricultural Tile” section of this AIMP. 

Substation Construction 
The Project will require construction and/or expansion at two substation locations. 
During construction and expansion of the Huntley and Lakefield substations, 
respectively, ITC Midwest will segregate Topsoil that must be removed for ground 
work. At ITC Midwest’s sole discretion, excess Topsoil may be made available to a 
Landowner who wishes to use this Topsoil on his or her property. If the Topsoil is made 
available to a Landowner in other areas of the Project, it will be provided “as is” and the 
Landowner, not ITC Midwest, will be responsible for verifying that the quality of the 
Topsoil meets the Landowner’s farming requirements. The Landowner is solely 
responsible for obtaining any required local, state, or federal permits or permissions 
that may be necessary for the placement of Topsoil on his or her property. 

Agricultural Tile 
ITC Midwest will contact an affected Landowner for their knowledge of tile locations 
prior to installation of the transmission line. ITC Midwest will attempt to identify tile if 
the Landowner does not know if tile is located at the proposed pole location. Tile that is 
damaged, cut, or removed as a result of ITC Midwest’s location efforts will be promptly 
repaired. The repair will be reported to the Inspector. 

If tile is damaged by Project construction, the tile will be repaired –with materials of the 
same quality as that which was damaged. If tiles on or adjacent to the transmission line 
construction area are adversely affected by construction, ITC Midwest will take such 
actions as are necessary  to restore the tile function, including the relocation, 
reconfiguration, and replacement of the existing tile. ITC Midwest will correct tile 
repairs, as needed, after completion of the transmission line construction, provided the 
repairs were made by ITC Midwest or their agents or designees. 

The affected Landowner may elect to negotiate a fair settlement with ITC Midwest for 
the Landowner to undertake the responsibility for repair, relocation, reconfiguration, or 
replacement of damaged tile.  In the event the Landowner chooses to undertake the 
responsibility for repair, relocation, reconfiguration, or replacement of the damaged tile, 
ITC Midwest will have no further liability for the identified damaged tile.  

The following standards and policies apply to the tile repairs completed by ITC 
Midwest:  
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1. Tiles will be repaired with materials of the same or better quality as that which
was damaged.

2. If water is flowing through a damaged tile, temporary repairs will be promptly
installed and maintained until such time that permanent repairs can be made.

3. Before completing permanent tile repairs in an area where a Landowner, the
Agricultural Monitor, or ITC Midwest has identified a potential concern arising
from Project construction, tiles will be examined within the work area to check
for tile that might have been damaged by construction equipment. If tiles are
found to be damaged, they will be repaired so they operate as well after
construction as before construction began.

4. ITC Midwest will make efforts to complete permanent tile repairs within a
reasonable timeframe after Final Clean-up, taking into account weather and soil
conditions.

5. Following completion of the Final Clean-up and damage settlement, ITC
Midwest will be responsible for correcting and repairing tile breaks, or other
damages to tile systems that are discovered on the Right-of-Way to the extent
that such breaks are the result of Project construction. These damages are usually
discovered after the first significant rain event. ITC Midwest will provide the
Landowner with contact information should tile damage issues be identified
after Final Clean-up. ITC Midwest will not be responsible for tile repairs
performed by the Landowner.

ITC Midwest will be responsible for installing additional tile or other drainage 
measures, including adding topsoil, as necessary to properly drain wet areas along the 
Right-of-Way caused by the construction of the Project. 

Soil Compaction/Rutting 
Compaction will be alleviated as practicable on cropland traversed by construction 
equipment. ITC Midwest will work with the Landowner to alleviate compaction during 
suitable weather conditions in a mutually agreeable manner. 

ITC Midwest will repair damage incurred due to compaction, ruts, erosion, and/or 
washing of soil caused by electric line construction. If, by mutual agreement, the 
Landowner repairs such damage, ITC Midwest will reimburse the Landowner for the 
reasonable cost of labor and the use of equipment to repair damage incurred due to 
compaction, ruts, erosion, and/or washing of soil caused by electric line construction. 
ITC Midwest will make such payments within a reasonable period of time following 
completion of project construction and after receiving a statement substantiating the 
Landowner’s repair costs.  
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ITC Midwest will pay for the reasonable cost of repairs to the Landowner's equipment 
if the equipment is damaged during repair of compaction, ruts, erosion, and/or 
washing of soil by materials or debris ITC Midwest left on the right of way during 
construction. 

If there is a dispute between the Landowner and ITC Midwest as to what areas need to 
be ripped or chiseled, the depth at which compacted areas should be ripped or chiseled, 
or the necessity for, or rates of, lime, fertilizer, and organic material application, ITC 
Midwest will consult with the Agricultural Monitor prior to making a final decision. 

Excess Soil and Rocks 
Excess soil and rock will be removed from the site unless otherwise requested by the 
Landowner. After Final Clean-up and restoration of Agricultural Lands, ITC Midwest 
will make good faith efforts to obtain written acknowledgement of completion of such 
activities from the Landowner.  

Construction Debris 
ITC Midwest will remove construction-related debris and material which is not an 
integral part of the transmission line from the Landowner's property at ITC Midwest's 
cost. Such material may include excess construction materials or litter generated by the 
construction crews. 

Procedures for Determination of Damages and Compensation 
ITC Midwest will maintain a procedure for processing Landowner claims for 
construction-related damages, including but not limited to crop damages. The 
procedure is intended to standardize and minimize Landowner concerns regarding the 
recovery of damages, to provide a degree of certainty and predictability for Landowner 
and ITC Midwest, and to foster good relationships among ITC Midwest and 
Landowner over the long term. A copy of the procedure will be provided to Landowner 
during Easement acquisition negotiations. 

Damage claim negotiations between ITC Midwest and any affected Landowner will be 
voluntary in nature. ITC Midwest will offer to compensate Landowners according to 
the terms of ITC Midwest’s damage claim policy in effect at the time the Easement is 
executed and recorded. The compensation offered is only an offer to settle, and the offer 
shall not be introduced in any proceeding brought by the Landowner to establish the 
amount of damages ITC Midwest must pay.  

Weed Control 
When requested, ITC Midwest will work with neighboring Landowner to determine 
adequate weed control measures on lands owned by ITC Midwest for substation 
facilities. The intent of such weed control measures is to prevent the spread of weeds 
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onto adjacent Agricultural Land. Any weed control spraying will be in accordance with 
State of Minnesota regulations. 

Soil Conservation Practices   
Soil conservation practices such as terraces and grassed waterways which are damaged 
by the transmission line's construction will be restored to their pre-construction 
condition as near as possible. ITC Midwest will attempt to work with the Landowner to 
identify and document the pre-construction conditions of these features. 

Irrigation  
If the transmission line and/or temporary work areas intersect an operational (or soon 
to be operational) spray irrigation system, ITC Midwest will work with the Landowner 
to establish an acceptable amount of time the irrigation system may be out of service.  

If, as a result of the transmission line construction activities, an irrigation system 
interruption results in crop damages either on the Right-of-Way or off the Right-of-
Way, compensation to Landowner, as appropriate, will be determined as described in 
“Procedures for Determination of Damages and Compensation” section of this AIMP.  

If it is feasible and mutually acceptable to ITC Midwest and the Landowner, temporary 
measures will be implemented to allow an irrigation system to continue to operate 
across land on which the transmission line is also being constructed. ITC Midwest will 
not allow an irrigation system to continue operation across land on which the 
transmission line is also being constructed if the ITC Midwest Inspector, land agent, or 
field supervisor determine that such operation would be unsafe. 

Temporary Roads 
The location of temporary roads to be used for construction purposes will be discussed 
with the Landowner.  

A.  The temporary roads will be designed so as to not impede proper drainage and 
will be built to mitigate soil erosion on or near the temporary roads. 

B. After Final Clean-up, temporary roads may be left intact through mutual 
agreement of the Landowner and ITC Midwest unless otherwise restricted by 
Federal, State, or local regulations.  

C. If a temporary road is to be removed, the Agricultural Land upon which the 
temporary road is constructed will be returned to its previous use and restored 
to equivalent condition as existed prior to  construction. 
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ITC Midwest recognizes that Organic Agricultural Land is a unique feature of the 
landscape and will treat this land with a similar level of care as other sensitive 
environmental features. This section identifies mitigation measures that apply 
specifically to farms that are Organic Certified or farms that are in active transition to 
become Organic Certified, and is intended to address the unique management and 
certification requirements of these operations. This section supplements and is in 
addition to all other protections provided in this AIMP. 

The provisions of this section will only apply to Organic Agricultural Land for which 
the Landowner has provided to ITC Midwest a true, correct and current version of the 
Organic System Plan within 60 days after the signing of the Easement or 60 days after 
the first contact by ITC Midwest after the Commission issues a Route Permit, whichever 
occurs first.  

Organic System Plan
ITC Midwest recognizes the importance of the individualized Organic System Plan to 
the Organic Certification process. ITC Midwest will work with the Landowner, the 
Landowner’s Certifying Agent, and/or a mutually acceptable third-party Organic 
consultant to identify site-specific construction practices that will minimize the 
potential for Decertification as a result of construction activities. Possible practices may 
include, but are not limited to: equipment cleaning, planting a deep-rooted cover crop 
in lieu of mechanical decompaction, applications of composted manure or rock 
phosphate, preventing the introduction of disease vectors from tobacco use, restoration 
and replacement of beneficial bird and insect habitat, maintenance of organic buffer 
zones, use of organic seeds for any cover crop, or similar measures. ITC Midwest 
recognizes that Organic System Plans are proprietary in nature and will respect the 
need for confidentiality.  

Prohibited Substances 
ITC Midwest will avoid the application of Prohibited Substances onto Organic 
Agricultural Land. No herbicides, pesticides, fertilizers or seed will be applied to 
Organic Agricultural Land unless requested and approved by the Landowner. 
Likewise, ITC Midwest will avoid refueling, fuel or lubricant storage, or routine 
equipment maintenance on Organic Agricultural Land. Equipment will be checked 
prior to entry to make sure that fuel, hydraulic and lubrication systems are in good 
working order before working on Organic Agricultural Land. If Prohibited Substances 
are used on land adjacent to Organic Agricultural Land, these substances will be used 
in such a way as to prevent them from entering Organic Agricultural Land.  
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Temporary Road Impacts 
Topsoil and Subsoil layers that are removed during construction on Organic 
Agricultural Land for temporary road impacts will be stored separately and replaced in 
the proper sequence after the transmission line is installed. Unless otherwise specified 
in the site-specific plan described above, ITC Midwest will not use this soil for other 
purposes, including creating access ramps at road crossings. No Topsoil or Subsoil 
(other than incidental amounts) may be removed from Organic Agricultural Land. 
Likewise, Organic Agricultural Land will not be used for storage of soil from non-
Organic Agricultural Land.  

Erosion Control  
On Organic Agricultural Land, ITC Midwest will, to the extent feasible, implement 
erosion control methods consistent with the Landowner’s Organic System Plan. On 
land adjacent to Organic Agricultural Land, ITC Midwest’ erosion control procedures 
will be designed so that sediment from adjacent non-Organic Agricultural Land will not 
flow along the Right-of-Way and be deposited on Organic Agricultural Land. Treated 
lumber, non-organic hay bales, non-approved metal fence posts, etc. will not be used for 
erosion control on Organic Agricultural Land.  

Weed Control  
On Organic Agricultural Land, if ITC Midwest determines weed control is necessary 
during construction activities, ITC Midwest will, to the extent feasible, implement weed 
control methods consistent with the Landowner’s Organic System Plan. Prohibited 
Substances will not be used for weed control within 50 feet of posted Organic 
Agricultural Land.   

Monitoring
In addition to the responsibilities of the Agricultural Monitor described in the AIMP, 
the following will apply:  

A. The Agricultural Monitor will monitor construction and restoration activities on 
Organic Agricultural Land for compliance with the provisions of this section and 
will document any activities that may result in Decertification.  

B. Instances of non-compliance will be documented according to Independent 
Organic Inspectors Association protocol consistent with the Landowner’s 
Organic System Plan, and will be made available to the MDA, the Landowner, 
the Landowner’s Certifying Agent, ITC Midwest Inspector and to ITC Midwest.  

If the Agricultural Monitor is responsible for monitoring activities on Organic 
Agricultural Land, s/he will be trained, at ITC Midwest’s expense, in organic 
inspection, by the Independent Organic Inspectors Association, unless the Agricultural 
Monitor received such training during the previous three years.  
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Compensation for Construction Damages
The settlement of damages will be based on crop yield and/or crop quality 
determination and the need for additional restoration measures. ITC Midwest will first 
work with the Landowner of Organic Agricultural Land to determine crop yield. In the 
event ITC Midwest and the Landowner of Organic Agricultural Land cannot determine 
crop yield, at ITC Midwest’s expense, a mutually agreed upon professional agronomist 
will make crop yield determinations, and the MDA Fruit and Vegetable Inspection Unit 
will make crop quality determinations. If the crop yield and/or crop quality 
determinations indicate the need for soil testing, the testing will be conducted by a 
commercial laboratory that is properly certified to conduct the necessary tests and is 
mutually agreeable to ITC Midwest and the Landowner. Field work for soil testing will 
be conducted by a professional soil scientist or professional engineer licensed by the 
State of Minnesota. ITC Midwest will be responsible for the cost of sampling, testing 
and additional restoration activities, if needed. Additional restoration activities will be 
completed according to the terms of its damage claim policy in effect at the time the 
Easement is executed and recorded.  

Compensation for Damages Due to Decertification 
Should any portion of Organic Agricultural Land be Decertified as a result of 
construction activities, ITC Midwest will pay damages for crops and/or livestock 
within the area impacted by the lost Certification equal to the full difference between 
the market value of conventional crops and/or livestock and the market value of the 
organic crops and/or livestock lost for three years or the period of time necessary for 
the Landowner or Tenant to regain Certification, whichever comes first. The market 
value of the crop will be determined as set forth in the damage claim policy. At the 
request of ITC Midwest, the Landowner shall provide verification of its loss of organic 
Certification through the accredited certifying agent prior to any compensation for 
organic crop loss being paid.   EXAMPLE
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Agricultural Land Land that is actively managed for cropland, hayland, or 
pasture, and land in government set-aside programs. 

Agricultural Monitor Monitor retained and funded by ITC Midwest, reporting 
directly to the Minnesota Department of Agriculture 
(“MDA”) and responsible for auditing ITC Midwest’s 
compliance with provisions of this AIMP. 

Certifying Agent As defined by the National Organic Program Standards, 
Federal Regulations 7 CFR Part 205.2. 

Cropland Land actively managed for growing row crops, small grains, 
or hay. 

Decertified or 
Decertification 

Loss of Organic Certification. 

Easement The agreement(s) and/or interest in privately owned 
Agricultural Land held by ITC Midwest by virtue of which it 
has the right to construct, operate and maintain the 
transmission line together with such other rights and 
obligations as may be set forth in such agreement. 

Final Clean-up Transmission line activity that occurs after the power line 
has been constructed. Final Clean-up activities may include: 
removal of construction debris, de-compaction of soil as 
required, installation of permanent erosion control 
structures, final grading, and restoration of fences and 
required reseeding. Once Final Clean-up is finished, 
Landowner will be contacted to settle all damage issues and 
will be provided a form to sign acknowledging final 
construction settlement. 

Inspector Full-time on-site inspector retained by ITC Midwest to 
verify compliance with requirements of this AIMP during 
construction of the transmission line. The Inspector will 
have demonstrated experience with transmission line 
construction on Agricultural Land. 

ITC Midwest ITC Midwest LLC, a Michigan limited liability company. 
May also include agents and contractors of ITC Midwest, 
where appropriate. 
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Landowner Person(s), or their representatives, holding legal title to 
Agricultural Land on the transmission line route from 
whom ITC Midwest is seeking, or has obtained, a temporary 
or permanent Easement. “Landowner” includes Tenant, if 
any. 

Non-Agricultural Land Any land that is not “Agricultural Land” as defined above. 

Organic Agricultural 
Land 

Farms or portions thereof described in 7 CFR Parts 205.100, 
205.202, and 205.101. 

Organic Buffer Zone As defined by the National Organic Program Standards, 
Federal Regulations 7 CFR Part 205.2. 

Organic Certification or 
Organic Certified  

As defined by the National Organic Program Standards, 
Federal Regulations 7 CFR Part 205.100 and 7 CFR Part 
205.101. 

Organic System Plan As defined by the National Organic Program Standards, 
Federal Regulations 7 CFR Part 205.2. 

Prohibited Substance As defined by the National Organic Program Standards, 
Federal Regulations 7 CFR Part 205.600 through 7 CFR 
205.605 using the criteria provided in 7 USC 6517 and 
7 USC 6518. 

Right-of-Way The Agricultural Land included in permanent and 
temporary Easements which ITC Midwest acquires for the 
purpose of constructing, operating and maintaining the 
transmission line. 

Subsoil Soil that is not Topsoil, and located immediately below 
Topsoil.  

Tenant Any Person(s) lawfully renting or sharing land for 
agricultural production which makes up the “Right-of-Way” 
as defined in this AIMP. 

Tile Artificial subsurface drainage system. 

Topsoil The uppermost horizon (layer) of the soil, typically with the 
darkest color and highest content of organic matter. 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

November 19, 2014

Mr. Stephen Elliot 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Minnesota Historical Society 
345 Kellogg Boulevard West 
St. Paul, MN 55102-1906 

SUBJECT: Initiation Request for Section 106 Consultation under the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
Project (DOE/EIS-0499) 

Dear Mr. Elliot: 

The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is in the process of 
preparing its draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project in Roseau, Lake of the Woods, Koochiching, and Itasca 
Counties in northern Minnesota.  DOE is preparing its draft EIS pursuant to its obligations 
under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to evaluate environmental impacts of 
providing a Presidential permit to Minnesota Power for the construction, operation, 
maintenance, and connection of the portion of the transmission line within the United States.  
The proposed DOE federal action is the potential grant of a Presidential permit for the 
international border crossing requested by Minnesota Power as part of its proposal.  This 
action has been determined by DOE to be an undertaking that has potential to cause adverse 
effects on historic properties per the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s (ACHP’s) 
NHPA implementing regulations at 36 CFR §800.3(a). 

The Department is coordinating its compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA with 
its review under NEPA according to the process set out in 36 CFR §800.3(b).  Per standing 
policy, DOE will explicitly solicit information from the public (via the NEPA process) 
regarding cultural and historic resources through its Notice of Availability of its draft EIS 
when published in the Federal Register.  DOE will also make cultural resources reports and 
information publicly available on the GNTL project EIS website, as appropriate.

In this letter DOE provides you with a summary of the actions that the Department is 
taking to comply with Section 106 of the NHPA, including project background, efforts to 
identify historic properties potentially affected by the proposed GNTL project to date, a 
preliminary list of potentially affected historic properties listed or eligible for listing on the 
National Register of Historic Properties (NRHP), potential consulting parties.  This letter also 
discusses DOE’s initial proposal for direct and indirect Areas of Potential Effect (APEs) to 
be used in the Department’s proposed phased approach to identification and evaluation of 
historic resources under Section 106.  Furthermore, DOE is sending this letter as its official 
request for initiation of Section 106 consultation under NHPA with the Minnesota State 
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Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), and would appreciate your written reply within 30-
days or as soon as possible.

Background

As you are aware, DOE sent a NEPA review information letter to your office on July 10, 
2014, indicating that Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, 
operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of 
Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near 
Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation 
facilities and transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and 
construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 
500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and performance of the 
proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be required for the 
proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing Blackberry 
230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated by 
facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.   

DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 
CFR 1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, St. 
Paul District (USACE), the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Region 5, will be cooperating agencies to DOE and DOC-EERA in the 
preparation of this EIS.

DOE is the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106, in accordance 
with 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2), and will address the potential effects of the above identified 
NEPA cooperating agencies’ (namely USACE’s) proposed actions on historic and 
archaeological resources. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 
27, 2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 
2014.  The NOI specifically indicated that cultural and historic resources are being analyzed 
as part of the federal environmental review.  While the proposed federal action (and 
undertaking) is the potential grant of a Presidential permit by DOE for the international 
border crossing, the proposed construction, operation, maintenance, and connection of the 
portion of the transmission line within the United States is a connected action to DOE’s 
proposed action under NEPA.  DOE is therefore analyzing the potential environmental 
impacts from the proposed federal action and the connected action in the EIS.  For the 
purposes of compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA, DOE is considering the potential for 
adverse effects to cultural and historic properties for the proposed border crossing and entire 
length of the proposed transmission line.   

Consulting Parties

In accordance with 36 CFR §800.2, DOE has identified potential consulting parties, 
including ACHP, SHPO, THPOs, the Applicant, local government representatives, other 
Native American entities, local historical societies, heritage preservation commissions, state 
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agencies, sites and museums, state-wide groups, national groups, and private individuals with 
a  for the purposes of Section 106 consultation under NHPA.  A list of consulting parties 
identified by DOE is enclosed with this letter for your review and input (see enclosed Draft 
List of GNTL Section 106 Consulting Parties).  DOE requests that you and your staff provide 
the Department with feedback regarding any other potential Section 106 consulting parties 
for the GNTL project that may not have yet been identified or that should be included in this 
list of potential consulting parties.  Your office’s assistance in this matter at this time is 
greatly appreciated.

Tribal Outreach and Consultation

As proposed, the GNTL project does not directly involve tribal reservation lands or require a 
right-of-way grant or special use grant from tribes, however, the proposal is located in an area 
that was inhabited by numerous American Indians before Euro-American settlement.  As a result 
the proposal has the potential to impact tribes with current or historic interest in the project area.

In accordance with its responsibilities under Section 106, NEPA, the American Indian 
Religious Freedom Act (16 U.S.C. 1996), the Archeological Resources Protection Act of 
1979 (16 U.S.C. 470aa-mm), the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990 (25 U.S.C. 3001, et. seq.), Executive Order 13175 Consultation and Coordination with 
Indian Tribal Governments, (November 6, 2000), and DOE’s “American Indian and Alaska 
Native Tribal Government Policy,” as set forth in DOE Order 1230.2 (October 2000), DOE 
initiated government-to-government consultation with tribes potentially affected by the 
proposed GNTL project via letter dated June 27, 2014.  As a part of this effort, DOE held 
government-to-government tribal consultation meetings on July 15, 2014, in Red Lake, 
Minnesota, and on July 22, 2014, in Deer River, Minnesota.  The purpose of these initial 
consultation meetings was to gain the opinions of tribes regarding the cultural values that 
tribes ascribe to the area and its resources, as well as to identify opinions of tribes that no 
longer live in the area.

A list of federally recognized American Indians and Tribal Historic Preservation Officers 
(THPOs) contacted by DOE as a part of these activities is provided in the attached Draft List 
of GNTL Section 106 Consulting Parties.  DOE’s government-to-government consultation 
activities with these tribes and THPOs are on-going.

Identification Efforts to Date 

The proposed undertaking has the potential to affect historic properties either listed in, or 
eligible for, inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places.  An initial cultural 
resources survey (i.e., desktop literature review) was performed by Minnesota Power as part 
of the GNTL project Presidential permit application to DOE.  This survey considered a study 
area extending 1-mile on each side of the proposed GNTL Project’s right-of-way (ROW) 
centerline, with preliminary potential direct effects analysis based on an anticipated 200-foot-
wide ROW within 1000-3000 foot Route Alternatives.

The initial cultural resources survey study area encompassed two Route Alternatives and four 
(4) Segment Options.  The Route Alternatives are the Blue Route and the Orange Routes.
Segment Options include the Segment Option C1, Segment Option C2, Segment Option J1, 
and Segment Option J2 (see enclosed Cultural Resources Study).
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As a part of this effort, your office responded to historic resources data (e.g., GIS shape files) 
requests by Minnesota Power in March 2013, July 2013, August 2013, and November 2013.  
Your office also provided input to Minnesota Power regarding the proposed GNTL project 
and suggestions for archaeological survey via a letter dated August 14, 2013.

An initial study of the NHRP listed or eligible properties found that one of the properties 
identified within 1-mile of the Blue Route is listed on the NRHP, however, four properties, 
all railroad or mining properties, are considered eligible for NRHP listing: the Great Northern 
Railway Gunn Line (IC IRT 009), one segment of the Duluth, Missabi and Northern Railway 
(IC IRT 010), the Holman Mine Stripping and Lean Ore Dump (IC IRT 012), and the Brown 
Number 2 Mine Stripping Dump (IC IRT 013).

The study also found that no properties identified within 1-mile of the Orange Route are 
listed on the NRHP, however, four properties, all railroad or mining properties, are 
considered eligible for NRHP listing: the Great Northern Railway Gunn Line (IC IRT 009),
one segment of the Duluth, Missabe and Northern Railway (IC IRT 010), the Holman Mine 
Stripping and Lean Ore Dump (IC IRT 012), and the Brown Number 2 Mine Stripping 
Dump (IC IRT 013).

For the Segment Options C1, C2, and J1, this study indicated that there are no NRHP listed 
or eligible properties within the CR Study Area.  While none of the properties identified 
within the Segment Option J2 CR Study Area are listed on the NRHP, two architectural 
properties within the CR Study Area have been evaluated as eligible for listing on the NRHP: 
two segments of Minnesota Highway 38 (IC BFT 017 and IC-EFC  015). 

The GNTL Presidential permit application, including associated maps, drawings, and initial 
cultural resources study, can also be viewed or downloaded in its entirety from the DOE 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) program Web site at: 
http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-no-pp-398-great-
northern-transmission-line.  However, I have attached “Appendix G- Cultural Resources 
Study” submitted as part of Minnesota Power’s Presidential permit application to this letter 
for your use and review. 

In addition to efforts by Minnesota Power to identify historic resources potentially affected 
by the proposed GNTL project, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings during its 
45-day public scoping comment period from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  The meetings held in the towns of Roseau, Baudette, Littlefork, 
International Falls, Kelliher, Bigfork, and Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  DOE received four 
comments related to potential impacts from construction on historic resources along the 
proposed transmission routes, including such resources as the Conservation Corps Camp 53 
site, historic logging sites, and Big Fork River historic and cultural areas.  The Great
Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014) is available on the 
DOE GNTL EIS Web site at: 
http://www.greatnortherneis.org/Files/ScopingSummaryReportNOV2014.pdf.  Due to its 
overall size, a hardcopy of this report will be provided to you upon request in follow up to 
this letter.
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Scope of Future Identification Efforts under Section 106–Area of Potential Effect (APE) 

As mentioned above, the anticipated ROW for the proposed GNTL project is 200-foot-wide 
alignment located within a 1000-3000 foot-wide route alternative.  In order to begin your 
consideration of DOE’s scope of identification efforts under Section 106 of the NHPA, the 
Department proposes a direct APE of the maximum width of a route alternative, an area of 
approximately 1000-3000 feet wide for each proposed Route Alternative.  Using this as an 
initial point for scope of identification efforts (e.g., Phase 1A survey efforts) would allow for 
flexibility in siting of the final alignment within the approved route alternative.  Once the 
final alignment is determined by the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission, DOE would 
propose a direct APE as the 200-foot wide alignment for detailed identification and 
evaluation efforts.  The direct APE for identifying terrestrial historic properties and below 
grade archeological resources would include those areas outside of the ROW that may be 
impacted by construction, access roads, material and equipment storage areas, or any other 
physical disturbances necessary during construction of the project.

At this time, DOE would also like SHPO to contemplate the extent of an indirect APE for 
assessing the potential for adverse visual effects of the proposed GNTL project on terrestrial 
historic properties.  The Department typically proposes an indirect APE for overhead 
transmission lines of this size and complexity to be approximately one-mile on either side of 
the center line (will vary with topography) of the proposed right-of-way once the final 
alignment is established.  DOE looks forward to future discussions with you and other 
consulting parties about these proposed direct and indirect APEs for the GNTL project, and 
understands that no final direct and indirect APE determinations may be made at this time. 

DOE Identification of Historic Properties – Programmatic Agreement (PA)  

Because DOE is currently considering alternatives under NEPA for the proposed GNTL 
project that are large linear tracts of land encompassed in Minnesota Power’s proposed Blue 
and Orange Route Alternatives and four Route Segment Options (C1, C2, J1, and J2), DOE 
has determined that a phased approach for Section 106 identification and evaluation efforts in 
accordance with the process set forth in 36 CFR §800.4(b)(2) is appropriate.  The 
Department therefore proposes the execution of a programmatic agreement (PA) pursuant to 
36 CFR §800.14(b) to properly defer final identification and evaluation of historic properties.
A programmatic agreement for the GNTL project would delineate the process by which the 
likely presence of historic properties within the APE for each alternative under consideration 
through background research, consultation, and appropriate level of field investigation is 
performed, while taking into consideration the magnitude of the undertaking and its likely 
effects, and the views of SHPO, THPO(s) and any other consulting.

DOE has attached a preliminary draft PA for the GNTL project to this letter for your review 
and consideration.  This preliminary draft PA is offered as a starting point for Section 106 
consultation discussions with SHPO and consulting parties in considering DOE’s proposed 
phased approach to identification and evaluation of historic and cultural properties 
potentially affected by the proposed GNTL project (see enclosed Preliminary Draft PA).

In close, DOE currently seeks your concurrence on initiating its Section 106 consultation 
process for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line project.  DOE also seeks any 
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information or suggestions that your office may have with regard to potential consulting 
parties or tribes that are included in the attached consulting parties list, or if you have 
additional information that should considered at this time.  Please provide your Section 106 
initiation concurrence and any material information that you may have in writing so that it 
may be added to the administrative record to evidence DOE’s compliance with Section 106 
consultation responsibilities. 

I very much look forward to working with you and your staff in the near future and 
appreciate your assistance in this effort.  I will be traveling on GNTL project business to St. 
Paul from December 2-4, 2014, and would like to have an opportunity to introduce myself in 
person to you and your staff.  I hope there will be time in your schedule and staff resources 
for this meeting to occur, and will be in contact with your staff via email and/or phone in an 
effort to schedule such an opportunity if possible.

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov or (202) 586-7668.

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from NEPA Scoping Summary Report) 
Cultural Resources Study (Appendix G from DOE Presidential permit application) 
Draft List GNTL Section 106 Consulting Parties
Preliminary Draft PA  

Cc: Charlene Dwin Vaughn, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
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Figure 1-1 Project Regional Map 
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List of Great Northern Transmission Line Project
Section 106 Consulting Parties

Federal Agencies
Department of Energy (Lead Section 106 Federal Agency)
US Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District/Bemidji Field Office
US Fish and Wildlife Service – Twin Cities Ecological Field Office (Region 3)
US Environmental Protection Agency (Region 5)
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

National Groups/Entities (not Federal agencies)
National Trust for Historic Preservation

State Agencies
Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office
Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy Environmental Review and Analysis

Statewide Groups/Entities (not State agencies)
Preservation Alliance of Minnesota

Representatives of Local Governments
Beltrami County

Territory of Upper Red Lake
Township of Waskish (Chairman)

Itasca County
City of Effie (Mayor)
City of Taconite (Mayor)
Township of Ardenhurst (Township Supervisor)
Township of Balsam (Township Supervisor)
Township of Bigfork (Township Supervisor)
Township of Carpenter (Township Supervisor B)
Territory of Effie
Township of Grattan (Township Supervisor)
Township of Greenway (Township Supervisor)
Township of Iron Range
Township of Lawrence (Supervisor A)
Township of Liberty
Territory of Little Sand Lake
Township of Nashwauk (Supervisor B)
Township of Nore (Supervisor A)
Territory of Northeast Itasca
Township of Pomroy (Supervisor A)
Township of Trout Lake (Supervisor)

Koochiching County
City of Northome (Mayor)
Territory of East Koochiching
Territory of Northome

P-9



2

Koochiching County (continued)
Territory of Northwest Koochiching
Territory of Rainy Lake
Territory of South Koochiching

Lake of the Woods County
Territory of Beltrami Forest
Territory of Rainy River

Roseau County
Township of Cedarbend (Township Chairman)
Township of Dieter (Township Chairman)
Township of Jadis (Township Chairman)
Township of Lake (Township Chairman)
Territory of North Roseau
Township of Pohlitz (Township Chairman)
Territory of Southeast Roseau

Applicant
Minnesota Power

Local Historic Societies/Agencies
Beltrami County Historical Society (President)
Itasca County Historical Society (Executive Director)
Koochiching Museums/Koochiching County Historical Society (Executive Director)
Lake of the Woods County Historical Society (Executive Director)
Roseau County Historical Society (Director)
Saum School Museum
Warroad Historical Society/Heritage Center (President)
Northeast Minnesota Historical Center Collections (UMD Archivist/Special Collections Curator)
Iron Range Research Center (IRRC) (Archivist)

Tribal Groups
The Great Lakes Indian Fish and Wildlife Commission
Midwest Alliance of Sovereign Tribes
The Midwest Treaty Network
Native American Fish & Wildlife Society

Individuals/Presidential permit Intervenors (non NEPA) per the DOE Presidential permit regulations at
10 CFR Part 250

Curtis Erickson
Richard Libby
Carol Overland
Robert Oveson
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Introduction 
10,000 Lakes Archaeology, Inc. (10,000 Lakes) conducted Phase Ia background research for 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line in February and March 2015. The project 
extends from the United States - Canada border in Roseau County to east of Grand 
Rapids, Itasca County, Minnesota. The proposed project extends through Roseau, Lake of 
the Woods, Beltrami, Koochiching, and Itasca Counties. The project area was examined 
for recorded archaeological or historic sites and areas with a moderate to high potential for 
containing unrecorded archaeological sites. The archaeological and historic site files and 
maps were examined at the Minnesota Historical Society, State Historic Preservation 
Office, and Office of the State Archaeologist.  

Cultural History 
The Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) has developed several historic 
contexts for the state of Minnesota and the Upper Midwest. These contexts examine 
Minnesota’s recent (historic) and distant (precontact) past and are based on decades of 
archaeological and historic research. They are designed to help generally describe and 
interpret the history of the state and give basic insight into the prevailing theories 
pertaining to the precontact and historic communities existing in specific locations and at 
discrete points of time.  
 
The cultural histories focusing solely on American Indian communities are divided into 
three major traditions: Paleoindian, Archaic, and Woodland. These traditions are defined 
on the basis of significant changes in how American Indian communities lived. The 
cultural histories that integrate American Indian and Euroamerican history are generally 
divided into the Contact and Post-Contact Periods. These contexts range from the first 
contact between Europeans and American Indians during European exploration in the 
region, through Euroamerican settlement of traditionally American Indian lands.  

Paleoindian Tradition (12,000 to 8,000 Before Present [B.P.]) 
The Paleoindian Tradition refers to the period of time at the close of the Pleistocene and 
into the Holocene when American Indian communities were small, mobile, and focused 
on hunting. Archaeological evidence from Paleoindian sites throughout the central United 
States and Canada indicates that these communities hunted a limited number of large 
animals in a variety of environmental settings. As the Pleistocene ended and the Holocene 
began, the megafauna (e.g., mammoth) gradually died out. This caused the Paleoindian 
people to shift their focus to primarily hunting the largest remaining species, bison. In 
addition to bison, it is likely that gathering wild plant foods and hunting smaller animals 
also contributed significantly to the diet of the Paleoindian people.  
 
The distinctive stone tools made by the Paleoindians included large lanceolate projectile 
points, which changed through time (Figure 1). The projectile points that were made by 
the early Paleoindians are often fluted, meaning a channel was created from the base 
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running up the middle of the point (see Clovis and Folsom in Figure 3), as opposed to 
those made later which were not (see Plainview in Figure 4). Because Paleoindian 
communities were very small and nomadic, archaeologists have found only sparse, scattered 
evidence of the Paleoindian people.  

 
Figure 1. Paleoindian projectile points (Eddins n.d.). 

 

Archaic Tradition (8,000 to 2,800 B.P.) 
Shifts in diet and settlement patterns define the transition to the Archaic Tradition. 
During this period, archaeological evidence suggests that native people were adapting to 
environmental changes by using more diverse plant and animal resources, and creating and 
using a broader range of tools including new projectile point forms, atlatls (spear thrower 
that allowed spears to be thrown farther and with more force), copper tools and ground 
and pecked stone tools. Although some research suggests that community size increased 
during the Archaic period, other archaeological evidence counters that assumption, 
suggesting that community sizes remained small and that day-to-day activities took place at 
a series of seasonal camps (Anfinson 1987; 1997).  
 
During this period, Archaic people began developing regional differences within their 
material culture. In Minnesota, this variation appears to have been tied to the natural 
environment, specifically the plant communities. These variations focused on the "Plains 
Archaic" in the western prairies, "Eastern Archaic" in the deciduous forest, "Lake-Forest 
Archaic" in the transitional zone between the deciduous and boreal forest areas, and the 
"Shield Archaic" in the boreal forest areas of the northeast. As with Paleoindian sites, 
Archaic sites are relatively small and ephemeral.  

P-17



 
 

10,000 Lakes Archaeology, Inc. 
4 

Woodland Tradition (2,800 B.P. to European Contact) 
Throughout the Midwest, the Woodland Tradition is generally divided into three periods: 
Early, Middle and Late; however, Anfinson (1987) has suggested that a division into Initial 
and Terminal periods might be more appropriate in Minnesota. Archaeological research 
indicates that in many ways, life for communities during the Woodland Tradition 
remained similar to those of the Archaic period, with a dependence upon a diverse, 
seasonal resource base of plants and animals (Anfinson 1987:222; Johnson 1988). The 
transition to the Initial Woodland Tradition occurred when American Indians began 
manufacturing ceramic vessels, using bows and arrows, constructing earthen burial 
mounds, and cultivating and harvesting select plant species. The adoption of ceramics by 
the Woodland American Indians might have caused significant changes in many aspects of 
this culture, the foremost being subsistence strategies (Boszhardt et al. 1986:258) (Figure 2).  
 

 
Figure 2. Woodland ceramic pots (MVAC n.d.). 
 
Populations began to grow, marking the transition into the Late or Terminal Woodland 
period. Settlement patterns shift to larger, more permanent villages typically located near 
rivers. One possible reason for this is that toward the end of Woodland Period, American 
Indians became increasingly efficient in how they acquired food. The subsistence strategies 
of these people incorporated hunting and gathering with limited agriculture focusing on 
specific plants. Ceramic vessels differed from previous types in form and decoration. 
Woodland period communities were situated in locations that ranged from focusing on a 
specific resource to general environments capable of sustaining a large community for a 
long time. 
 
Site types assigned to the Woodland Tradition throughout the region range from 
cemeteries and small, limited use sites to extensive village and habitation sites.  

Contact/Postcontact Period (1630 to Present) 
This period generally refers to the span of time extending from the first European 
explorations until intensive Euroamerican settlement of the region. Minnesota’s historical 
period began in 1673 when French explorers Marquette and Joliet discovered the upper 
portion of the Mississippi River. Ten years later, Catholic Missionary Father Louis 
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Hennepin returned to France to write the first book about Minnesota, Description de la 
Louisiane, telling his story of exploring Minnesota and of being held captive by the Dakota 
Indians (Figure 3).  
 

 
Figure 3. Father Hennepin at St. Anthony Falls (Minnesota Historical Society 1903) 
 
The territory containing modern-day Minnesota was claimed by Spain, France, Great 
Britain, and eventually the United States. Lieutenant Zebulon Montgomery Pike led the 
first United States expedition through Minnesota in 1805. Fort St. Anthony (later Ft. 
Snelling) was completed between 1819 and 1824, and in 1836, the Wisconsin Territory, 
including a portion of Minnesota, was formed. Minnesota became a territory in 1849 and 
achieved statehood on May 11, 1858. The fur trade drove much of the European 
exploration and settlement in Minnesota through the mid-1800s. 
 
As white settlers came to Minnesota, the state’s economy and numerous industries began 
developing. One of the earliest industries to peak in Minnesota was the lumber industry 
(Figure 4). The extensive white pine forests of northern Minnesota brought industrialists, 
capital, and settlers to the state. Lumbering peaked between 1899 and 1905 and eventually 
the loggers moved out of Minnesota as the forests were obliterated.  
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Figure 4. Logging at St. Anthony Falls (Minnesota Historical Society 1870). 
 
Agriculture, specifically wheat farming, was also a key industry in Minnesota. The huge 
wheat farms in central western and southern Minnesota caused mills to spring up along 
waterways across the state. The most notable milling center was Minneapolis, which 
ultimately dominated the world in wheat and flour processing until the 1930s.  
 
In addition to lumber and milling, Minnesota was also a leader in iron mining. Looking at 
the industries and economy of northeastern Minnesota today, one might have difficulty 
imagining the area prior to the iron ore industry. Mining and the iron industry created the 
towns, built the roads, and brought the people to the heavily wooded and remote 
northeastern Minnesota of the late 19th century. Iron ore shipments were sent from 
Michigan’s Upper Peninsula nearly three decades earlier, but once the Minnesota iron 
lodes were discovered, the state quickly established a dominant position atop the iron ore 
production hierarchy. 
 
Associated archaeological and historic site types categorized in the Contact/Postcontact 
Period include standing structures as well as archaeological sites. 

Recorded Cultural Resources in the Vicinity of the Proposed Project 
During the background research, 10,000 Lakes examined the Minnesota Archaeological 
Site Files at the Office of the State Archaeologist (OSA) and SHPO, and Minnesota 
Architectural History Site Files at SHPO. This research revealed that 34 archaeological sites 
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have been recorded within one mile of the proposed project, nine of which are within 
1,000 feet or less of the project centerline (Table 1). Five (21KCo, 21ROaa, 21ROao, 
21Rod, and 21ROs) are in or adjacent to the project corridor.   
 
Table 1. Archaeological sites located within 1 mile of the proposed project area. 

Distance from EIS 
Align. (FEET) 

Label Site Type Site description 

3511.7 21IC0092 Precontact Lithic scatter 
3044.8 21IC0093 Precontact Lithic scatter 
948.5 21IC0095 Precontact Utilized flake 
2052.5 21IC0096 Precontact Lithic scatter 
3875.7 21IC0099 Precontact Single artifact 
4926.1 21IC0274 Precontact   
1124.7 21ICaju Historic Logging camp 
4691.2 21KC0062 Precontact Lithic scatter 
1936.1 21KC0072 Precontact Single artifact 
341.5 21KCc Precontact Possible mounds 
0.0 21KCo Precontact Artifact scatter 
3924.7 21RO0002 Precontact Lithic scatter 
1675.2 21RO0004 Precontact Artifact scatter, cemetery 
5133.0 21RO0005 Precontact   
1382.6 21RO0006 Precontact Points and hammerstone 
2588.2 21RO0014 Precontact Cord-marked ceramics, artifact 

scatter, Cemetery 
4946.5 21RO0016 Precontact Lithic scatter, structural ruin 
1092.3 21RO0018 Precontact Lithics, hammerstone, fire cracked 

rock 
2042.1 21RO0021 Precontact Artifact scatter 
4015.4 21RO0024 Precontact Lithic scatter 
2674.9 21RO0025 Precontact Artifact scatter, cemetery 
4525.1 21RO0031 Historic   
3256.4 21RO0032 Historic   
578.1 21RO0033 Historic Homestead ca 1910-1940s 
0.0 21ROaa Precontact Artifact scatter 
1351.4 21ROaf Precontact Cemetery 
0.0 21ROao     
0.0 21ROd Precontact Toothed spear point and small 

copper point 
3883.4 21ROh Precontact   
3905.2 21ROm Precontact Fishing spear and adze 
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1289.3 21ROo Precontact Single artifact 
0.0 21ROs Precontact - Archaic 

(4-6,000 years old) 
Adze and Bison ocidentallis 

770.2 21ROu Precontact Projectile points and ceramics 
1157.6 FS8 Precontact Projectile point 
 
In addition to the recorded archaeological sites, 72 historic resources have been recorded 
within one mile of the proposed project area, 11 of which are within 1,000 feet of the 
proposed project area (Table 1).  
 
Table 2. Historic sites located within 1 mile of the proposed project area. 

Distance 
from EIS 
Align. 
(FEET) 

Inventory # Site Name Address 

4850.3 IC-BAL-007 Conservative Mennonite Ch NE corner Mn. Hwy. 7 & Co. 
Rd. 333 

1790.1 IC-BAL-009 Spur Station NE corner Mn. Hwy. 7 & 
Mn. Hwy. 8 

2019.1 IC-BAL-010 T.J.'s Family Restaurant 1259 Scenic Hwy. 
1309.3 IC-BAL-011 Alvar and Norma Hupila Hs 1281 Scenic Hwy. 
630.6 IC-BAL-012 Balsam School 1290 Scenic Hwy. 
106.8 IC-BAL-013 Balsam Bible Chapel 1300 Scenic Hwy. 
2208.8 IC-BAL-014 Bersons Markat off Mn. Hwy. 7 
2944.0 IC-BAL-015 Robert E. Bergstrom Hs 1350 Scenic Hwy. 
3237.0 IC-BAL-016 Kevin & Cynthia Malmquist Hs 102 Issac Lake Lane N. 
4305.2 IC-BAL-022 Donna E. Wodahl Hs 1388 Scenic Hwy. 
1615.5 IC-BAL-024 Bridge No. 7419 CR 336 over Prairie River 
4478.5 IC-BAL-025 Bridge No. 7000 CSAH 8 over Prairie River 
3515.1 IC-BEA-008 Hansen Log Hs off Mn. Hwy. 65 
3495.8 IC-BEA-009 Anderson Log Hs off Mn. Hwy. 65 
4511.6 IC-CAR-008 Bridge 88223 State .1 mi W of CR 541 
594.3 IC-CAR-009 Deer Creek Dam Deer Creek, northern Itasca 

County 
1611.2 IC-EFC-006 storage shed xxx Mn. Hwy. 38 
5108.3 IC-EFC-007 Mn/DOT Service Building xxx Mn. Hwy. 38 
4422.0 IC-EFC-016 William Anderson Hs xxx Mn. Hwy. 38 
3614.8 IC-EFC-017 House xxx Mn. Hwy. 38 
4611.9 IC-IRT-008 Holman Mine Line to the Trout 

Lake Washing Plant 
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2746.6 IC-IRT-009 Great Northern Railway 
Nashwauk-Gunn Line 

  

1557.5 IC-IRT-010 Duluth, Missabe & Northern 
Railway Alborn Branch Line 

  

4784.4 IC-IRT-013 Brown No. 2 Mine Stripping 
Dump 

  

2031.8 IC-IRT-016 Rhude Media Plant xxxx TH 169 
2178.9 IC-IRT-017 House 6670 US 169 
1903.1 IC-IRT-018 House 6708 US 169 
3850.2 IC-IRT-027 DM&N/DM&IR Railroad 

Corridor to Arcturus Mine 
  

2976.5 IC-IRT-029 Arcturus Mine Stripping Dump   
737.4 IC-IRT-030 DM&N/DM&IR Corridor to 

Arcturus Concentrator 
  

578.5 IC-IRT-031 Arcturus Mine Gravel Pit   
2775.9 IC-IRT-032 Arcturus Mine Lean Ore Dump   
3916.4 IC-IRT-033 Arcturus Mine Stripping Dump   
1616.8 IC-IRT-034 House 6730 US Hwy 169 
639.5 IC-IRT-035 House 6826 US Hwy 169 
3133.1 IC-IRT-037 Holman-Cliffs Mine Pit  
632.0 IC-IRT-038 Holman-Cliffs Mine  
4607.9 IC-IRT-039 Holman-Cliffs Stripping Dump  
4842.6 IC-IRT-039 Holman-Cliffs Stripping Dump   
4875.0 IC-IRT-041 Cleveland-Cliffs Concentrator 

Plant Site 
 

2114.7 IC-NWT-003 Bridge No. 88159 CSAH 8 over unnamed 
stream 

3384.8 IC-TCC-005 Bridge No. L3811 CSAH 7 under BN Inc 
2351.0 IC-TLT-004 Abandoned Log Hs & Barn off Co. Hwy. 70 
2464.9 IC-TLT-005 Jacob Edward Johnson 

Farmstead 
off Co. Hwy. 70 

2063.7 IC-TLT-009 Finnish Log Barn & Building off Co. Hwy. 10 
3847.6 IC-TLT-010 Trout Lake Apostolic Lutheran 

Ch 
off Co. Hwy. 10 

3933.4 IC-TLT-011 School & Teacherage off Co. Hwy. 10 
3621.5 IC-UOG-013 log barn off Co. Rd. 445 
3574.0 IC-UOG-043 Old Fredheim Lutheran Ch 

(moved) 
Co. Rd. 42 

3730.8 IC-UOG-044 Gunderson Homestead Cabin off Co. Rd. 42 
2924.7 IC-UOG-045 Winans Log Barn off Co. Rd. 42 
2500.4 IC-UOG-046 Kinn Farmhouse off Co. Rd. 42 
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177.4 IC-UOG-074 Joyce Dahlberg Farmstead xxx Mn. Hwy. 38 
712.7 IC-UOG-075 Donna Gillespie Hs xxx Mn. Hwy. 38 
4010.3 IC-UOG-086 Bridge No. 7073 carries unpaved CSAH 42 

over Bigfork River 4 M NE of 
Bigfork 

3278.7 KC-UOG-031 Flowing Well off U.S. Hwy. 71 
4988.2 KC-UOG-035 Lumber Camp of Co. Rd. 54 
342.6 KC-UOG-070 Bridge No. 3570 carries CH 18 over East Fork 

of Rapid River 
3163.2 LW-UOG-038 school off Co. Hwy. 14 
4663.3 RO-CDR-001 Cedarbend Surveyors Cabin off Co. Hwy. 12 
1181.7 RO-DET-002 town hall off Mn. Hwy. 18 
3938.7 RO-JAD-002 Bridge No. L9057 TR 142 over unnamed ditch 
3945.1 RO-LAO-001 log building off Mn. Hwy. 11 
3881.5 RO-LAO-002 log building off Mn. Hwy. 11 
3954.5 RO-LAO-003 log building off Mn. Hwy. 11 
4653.9 RO-LAO-005 Bridge No. 3741 TR 26 over unnamed stream 
4310.0 RO-LAO-007 Bridge No. 3743 TR 26 over unnamed stream 
4283.5 RO-LAO-008 Bridge No. 3744 TR 26 over unnamed stream 
381.4 RO-ROC-018 Roseau Land Port of Entry 41967 Hwy 310 
5192.7 RO-RSC-001 school xxx Main St. 
3169.6 RO-UOG-002 Clear River (ghost town) off Co. Hwy. 5 
3273.9 RO-UOG-004 Clear River Forestry Office off Co. Hwy. 5 
 

Evaluations, Conclusions, and Recommendations 
The Phase Ia background research revealed that 35 archaeological sites and 72 historic sites 
are recorded within one mile of the proposed project. Ten of these archaeological sites are 
located within 1,000 feet of the proposed project and six are either adjacent to or within 
the proposed project corridor. In addition to the recorded sites, this research defined areas 
with a high potential for unrecorded archaeological sites along the proposed corridor.  
 
High potential areas are defined by considering many factors such as proximity to water 
and topography. Archaeological sites are more likely to be found near water (including 
historic or precontact water bodies), on prominent topographic features, and near recorded 
archaeological sites; however these are not the only locations archaeological sites could be 
located. In a wet setting such as the current project area, county ditches, and intermittent 
or seasonally flowing streams were not considered indicators for high potential 
archaeological areas.  
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Areas with low potential for archaeological sites include wetlands and areas with slopes 
over 20%. In order to delineate wetlands across this rather wet landscape, the National 
Wetlands Inventory for the region was used to help determine areas with low potential 
(MnDNR 2015). Areas mapped as wetlands were generally excluded as having high 
potential unless other factors were present, such as large rivers, prominent landforms, or 
stream confluences.  
 
For historic structures, the Area of Potential Effect (APE) includes those areas within or 
adjacent to the proposed project as well as those areas visible from the proposed project 
area. Historic resources are investigated by conducting archival research as well as an on-
site examination of the historic properties. Sources examined during property-specific 
archival research might include local and county histories, plat maps, insurance maps, and 
historic photographs.  
 
Phase I archaeological survey methods typically involve pedestrian survey in areas where 
over 25% of the ground surface is visible (e.g. agricultural fields) in transects at five to 15-
meter (m) intervals, as appropriate. In areas where less than 25% of the ground surface is 
visible, or where buried archaeological sites have a high probability of existing, 
archaeologists excavate shovel tests. These excavations measure 30 to 40 centimeters in 
diameter and are placed at 15-m intervals within areas of moderate and high potential, as 
appropriate. Soil is screened through ¼-inch mesh hardware cloth to determine if cultural 
materials are present.  
 
Based on the results of the background research and mapping, it appears as though the 
proposed project area has 123 areas with a high to moderate potential for archaeological 
sites totaling approximately 59 miles of corridor (Appendix 1).  
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Appendix A: Maps 
 
Maps move from the northwest end to the south/southeast. 

EIS Alignment depicted in red 
High potential areas depicted in yellow  
Historic sites depicted as blue dots 
Archaeological sites depicted as green polygons 
Archaeological points depicted as red flags
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 14, 2015 

Mags Rheude 
US Fish and Wildlife Service 
Twin Cities Ecological Field Office (Region 3) 
4101 American Boulevard East 
Bloomington, MN 55425 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Mags Rheude, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the US Fish and Wildlife Service, Twin Cities Ecological 
Field Office (Region 3) is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 
consultation process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine 
any potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for the 
NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, 
maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission 
line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and 
terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  
Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for 
reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east 
of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL 
EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  Future information from the DOE, relevant to the 
Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of cultural 
importance to your agency, in or near the project area, and also to provide you an opportunity to 
identify your concerns about such properties, including the identification of potential mitigation 
measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of historic properties will provide us 
the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may have on these properties.  If 
available, we would welcome any information on the location and importance of archaeological sites, 
historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that are known to occur in or near the 
proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 calendar 
days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 106 
consulting party for the proposed GNTL project that identifies a primary point of contact for your agency, 
either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence 
Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  If no response is received within the time specified, the DOE 
will remove your agency from the Section 106 consulting party list for this project. 

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 14, 2015 

Jaime Loichinger 
Office of Federal Agency Programs  
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
1100 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Suite 803 
Old Post Office Building 
Washington, DC  20004 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Jaime Loichinger, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Office of Federal Agency Programs, Advisory Council 
on Historic Preservation is aware that the Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 
consultation process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine 
any potential adverse effects on historic properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The 
DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for the 
NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, 
maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission 
line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and 
terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  
Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for 
reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east 
of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL 
EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  Future information from the DOE, relevant to the 
Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
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demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of cultural 
importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to provide you 
an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the identification of 
potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of historic 
properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may have on 
these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and importance of 
archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that are known to 
occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process as a Section 106 consulting party, 
please confirm within 30 calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this 
invitation that identifies a primary point of contact for your agency, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  If no response is received within the time specified, the DOE will remove your agency from the 
Section 106 consulting party list for this project. 

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 14, 2015 

Stephen Elliott 
Minnesota Historical Society 
345 Kellogg Boulevard West 
St. Paul, MN 55102-1903 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Stephen Elliott, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Minnesota Historical Society is aware that the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 
CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for the 
NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, 
maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission 
line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and 
terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  
Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for 
reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east 
of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL 
EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  Future information from the DOE, relevant to the 
Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of cultural 
importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to provide you 
an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the identification of 
potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of historic 
properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may have on 
these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and importance of 
archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that are known to 
occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process as a Section 106 consulting party, 
please confirm within 30 calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this 
invitation that identifies a primary point of contact for your agency, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  If no response is received within the time specified, the DOE will remove your agency from the 
Section 106 consulting party list for this project. 

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Minnesota Archaeological Society 
Fort Snelling History Center 
Ft. Snelling, MN 55111-4061 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Minnesota Archaeological Society is aware that 
Minnesota Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of 
Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to 
construct, operate, maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border.
Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Kay Mack 
Beltrami County Administrator 
County Administration Building 
701 Minnesota Ave. NW Suite 200 
Bemidjii, MN 56601 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Kay Mack, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Beltrami County Administrator is aware that Minnesota 
Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s 
(DOE’s) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, 
operate, maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant 
to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
“Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
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GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Raymond Berger 
Waskish Town Board 
56090 Waskish Road NE 
Washish, MN 56685 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Raymond Berger, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Waskish Town Board is aware that Minnesota Power, 
an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, 
maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
“Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Trish Klein 
Itasca County Administrator 
Administrative Service Office 
123 NE 4th Street 
Grand Rapids, MN 55744 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Trish Klein, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Itasca County Administrator is aware that Minnesota 
Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s 
(DOE’s) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, 
operate, maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant 
to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
“Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
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GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Matt David 
City of Effie 
Effie Town Office 
PO Box 129 
Effie, MN 56639 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Matt David, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the City of Effie is aware that Minnesota Power, an 
operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office 
of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, 
and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic 
Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its 
implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
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GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Mike Troumbly 
City of Taconite  
Taconite Town Office 
PO Box 137 
Taconite, MN 55786 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Mike Troumbly, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the City of Taconite is aware that Minnesota Power, an 
operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office 
of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, 
and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic 
Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its 
implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
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GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

G. Andy Martin 
Township of Ardenhurst  
64185 Moose Bay Trail 
Northome, MN 56661 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear G. Andy Martin, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Ardenhurst is aware that Minnesota 
Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s 
(DOE’s) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, 
operate, maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant 
to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
“Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

John  Kannas 
Township of Balsam  
40874 County Road 336 
Bovey, MN 55709 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear John  Kannas, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Balsam is aware that Minnesota Power, an 
operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office 
of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, 
and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic 
Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its 
implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 

P-61



1

Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Justin Root 
Township of Bigfork  
100 South State Highway 38 
Bigfork, MN 56628 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Justin Root, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Bigfork is aware that Minnesota Power, an 
operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office 
of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, 
and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic 
Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its 
implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 

P-62



2

Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Bruce Scofield 
Township of Carpenter 
11032 Scofield Road 
Togo, MN 55723 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Bruce Scofield, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Carpenter is aware that Minnesota Power, 
an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, 
maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
“Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the  is aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division 
of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity 
Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect 
an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” 
the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  
The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing 
regulations.

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 
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Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Ted Winkelman 
Township of Grattan  
57124 County Road 31 
Northome, MN 56661 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Ted Winkelman, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Grattan is aware that Minnesota Power, an 
operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office 
of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, 
and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic 
Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its 
implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 

P-68



2

Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Nicholas Matanich 
Township of Greenway 
PO Box 824 
Calumet, MN 55716 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Nicholas Matanich, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Greenway is aware that Minnesota Power, 
an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, 
maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
“Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 

P-71



1

Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Township of Iron Range 
33607 Scenic Hwy 
Bovie, MN 55709 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Iron Range is aware that Minnesota 
Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s 
(DOE’s) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, 
operate, maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant 
to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
“Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
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this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Frank Olson 
Township of Lawrence 
24867 County Road 57 
Bovey, MN 55709 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Frank Olson, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Lawrence is aware that Minnesota Power, 
an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, 
maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
“Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Richard Curtis 
Chairman, Township of Liberty 
4315 Henry Lane NW 
Bemidji, MN 56601  

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Mr. Curtis, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Liberty is aware that Minnesota Power, an 
operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office 
of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, 
and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic 
Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its 
implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 

P-77



1

Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Little Sand Lake Association 
P.O. Box 22262 
St. Paul, MN 55122 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Little Sand Lake Association is aware that Minnesota 
Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s 
(DOE’s) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, 
operate, maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant 
to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
“Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Jeffery Ekholm 
Township of Nashwauk 
36666 Pleasantview Road 
Nashwauk, MN 55769 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Jeffery Ekholm, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Nashwauk is aware that Minnesota Power, 
an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, 
maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
“Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Daniel Grundmeier 
Township of Nore  
64065 US Highway 71 
Blackduck, MN 56630 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Daniel Grundmeier, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Nore is aware that Minnesota Power, an 
operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office 
of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, 
and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic 
Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its 
implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the  is aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division 
of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity 
Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect 
an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” 
the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  
The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing 
regulations.

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 
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Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Rick Ferguson 
Township of Pomroy 
53176 County Road 31 
Northome, MN 56661 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Rick Ferguson, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Pomroy is aware that Minnesota Power, an 
operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office 
of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, 
and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic 
Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its 
implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Pamela Perry 
Township of Trout Lake 
26439 Birch Drive 
Bovey, MN 55709 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Pamela Perry, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Trout Lake is aware that Minnesota 
Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s 
(DOE’s) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, 
operate, maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant 
to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
“Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Teresa Briggs 
Koochiching County Administration 
Koochiching County Courthouse 
715 4th Street 
International Falls, MN 56649 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Teresa Briggs, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Koochiching County is aware that Minnesota Power, an 
operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office 
of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, 
and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic 
Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its 
implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
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GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Larry Salmonson 
City of Northome  
Northome City Hall 
12068 Main Street 
Northome, MN 56661 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Larry Salmonson, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the City of Northome is aware that Minnesota Power, an 
operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office 
of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, 
and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic 
Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its 
implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
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GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that you are aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division 
of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity 
Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect 
an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” 
the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  
The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing 
regulations.

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 
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Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that you are aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division 
of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity 
Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect 
an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” 
the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  
The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing 
regulations.

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

P-96



2

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the  is aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division 
of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity 
Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect 
an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” 
the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  
The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing 
regulations.

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 
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Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that you are aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division 
of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity 
Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect 
an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” 
the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  
The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing 
regulations.

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 
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Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that you are aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division 
of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity 
Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect 
an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” 
the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  
The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing 
regulations.

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 
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Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Patricia  Beckel 
Lake of the Woods County Board of Commissioners 
Lake of the Woods County Government Center 
206 8th Avenue SE 
Baudette, MN 56623 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Patricia  Beckel, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Lake of the Woods County Board of Commissioners is 
aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. 
Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across 
the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 
(NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 
106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to 
determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with 
us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
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GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that you are aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division 
of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity 
Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect 
an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” 
the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  
The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing 
regulations.

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 
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Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that you are aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division 
of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity 
Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect 
an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” 
the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  
The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing 
regulations.

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 
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Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Glenda Phillipe 
Roseau County Board of Commissioners 
Roseau County Courthouse 
606 5th Avenue SW 
Roseau, MN 56751 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Glenda Phillipe, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Roseau County Board of Commissioners is aware that 
Minnesota Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of 
Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to 
construct, operate, maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border.
Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
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GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Warren Lovejoy 
Township of Cedarbend  
28925 530th Avenue 
Warroad, MN 56763 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Warren Lovejoy, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Cedarbend is aware that Minnesota Power, 
an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, 
maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, 
“Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the 
proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Warren Stoe 
Township of Dieter  
28459 370th Street 
Roseau, MN 56751 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Warren Stoe, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Dieter is aware that Minnesota Power, an 
operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office 
of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, 
and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic 
Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its 
implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Greg Halvorson 
Township of Jadis 
33911 State Highway 310 
Roseau, MN 56751 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Greg Halvorson, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Jadis is aware that Minnesota Power, an 
operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office 
of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, 
and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic 
Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its 
implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Greg Boynton 
Township of Lake  
56264 County Road 137 
Warroad, MN 56763 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Greg Boynton, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Lake is aware that Minnesota Power, an 
operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office 
of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, 
and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic 
Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its 
implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that you are aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division 
of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity 
Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect 
an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” 
the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  
The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing 
regulations.

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 
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Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Rose Ann Lee 
Township of Pohlitz  
25489 County Road 10 
Badger, MN 56714 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Rose Ann Lee, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Township of Pohlitz is aware that Minnesota Power, an 
operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office 
of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, 
and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic 
Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its 
implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 

P-123



1

Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that you are aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division 
of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity 
Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect 
an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” 
the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  
The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing 
regulations.

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 
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Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Jim Atkinson 
Minnesota Power 
30 West Superior Street 
Duluth, MN 55802 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Jim Atkinson, 

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us as the project proponent as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 
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Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Annamarie  Hill 
Minnesota Indian Affairs Council (St. Paul Office) 
161 Saint Anthony Ave., Suite 919 
St. Paul, MN 55103 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Annamarie  Hill, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Minnesota Indian Affairs Council (St. Paul Office) is 
aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. 
Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across 
the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 
(NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 
106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to 
determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with 
us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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2

Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Jim Jones 
Minnesota Indian Affairs Council (Bemidji Office) 
3801 Bemidji Avenue NW, Suite 5 
Bemidji, MN 56601 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Jim Jones, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Minnesota Indian Affairs Council (Bemidji Office) is 
aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. 
Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a 
Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across 
the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 
(NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 
106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to 
determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with 
us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Linda Lemmer 
Beltrami County Administrator 
130 Minnesota Avenue SW 
Bemidjii, MN 56601 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Linda Lemmer, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that Beltrami County is aware that Minnesota Power, an 
operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office 
of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, 
and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic 
Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its 
implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Lilah Crowe 
Itasca County Historical Society 
201 North Pokegama Avenue 
Grand Rapids, MN 55744 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Lilah Crowe, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Itasca County Historical Society is aware that 
Minnesota Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of 
Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to 
construct, operate, maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border.
Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Edgar Oerichbauer 
Koochiching County Historical Society 
214 6th Avenue 
International Falls, MN 56649 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Edgar Oerichbauer, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Koochiching County Historical Society is aware that 
Minnesota Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of 
Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to 
construct, operate, maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border.
Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Marlys  Hearst 
Lake of the Woods County Historical Society 
206 8th Avenue SE, Suite 150 
119 8th Avenue SE 
Baudette, MN 56623 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Marlys  Hearst, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Lake of the Woods County Historical Society is aware 
that Minnesota Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of 
Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to 
construct, operate, maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border.
Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
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GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Britt Dahl 
Roseau County Historical Society 
121 Center Street East 
Suite 101 
Roseau, MN 56751 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Britt Dahl, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the Roseau County Historical Society is aware that 
Minnesota Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of 
Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to 
construct, operate, maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border.
Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
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GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Eva Stengal 
12956 Twin Oaks Road NE 
Saum, MN 56650 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Eva Stengal, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that you are aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division 
of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity 
Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect 
an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” 
the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  
The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing 
regulations.

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
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this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Ruth Stukel 
202 Miane Avenue NE 
Box 688 
Warroad, MN 56763 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Ruth Stukel, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that you are aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division 
of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity 
Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect 
an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” 
the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  
The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing 
regulations.

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Patricia Maus 
Archives and Special Collections 
University of Minnesota Duluth Library 
416 Library Drive 
Duluth, MN 55812 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Patricia Maus, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the University of Minnesota Duluth Library is aware that 
Minnesota Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of 
Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to 
construct, operate, maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border.
Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
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GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Christopher Welter 
1005 Discovery Drive 
Chisholm, MN 55719 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Christopher Welter, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that you are aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division 
of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity 
Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect 
an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” 
the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  
The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing 
regulations.

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
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this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 14, 2015 

Bill Storm 
Minnesota Department of Commerce 
Energy Environmental Review and Analysis 
85 7th Place East, Suite 500 
Saint Paul, MN 55101 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Bill Storm, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the MN Department of Commerceis aware that the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic 
properties pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 
CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” The DOE invites you to consult with us, as 
provided for by Section 106 and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – 
St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned 
EIS.  DOE is acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106 for the 
NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

As you are aware, Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, 
maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission 
line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and 
terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  
Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system 
modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series 
Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for 
reliable operation and performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV 
Substation would be required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east 
of the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.   

For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL 
EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  Future information from the DOE, relevant to the 
Section 106 consultation (once underway), will also be posted to this website.   

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
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undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of cultural 
importance to your agency and its constituents, in or near the project area, and also to provide you an 
opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the identification of potential 
mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of historic properties will 
provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may have on these 
properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and importance of 
archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that are known to 
occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process as a Section 106 consulting party, 
please confirm within 30 calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this 
invitation that identifies a primary point of contact for your agency, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  If no response is received within the time specified, the DOE will remove your agency from the 
Section 106 consulting party list for this project. 

If you have questions regarding the DOE’s on-going review of the proposed GNTL project, or your 
participation as a Section 106 consulting party, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Doug Gasek 
75 W 5th Street 
416 Landmark Center 
St. Paul, MN 55102 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Doug Gasek, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that you are aware that Minnesota Power, an operating division 
of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity 
Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and connect 
an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border. Pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” 
the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  
The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 and its implementing 
regulations.

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 13, 2015 

Elizabeth  Merritt 
National Trust for Historic Preservation 
1785 Massachusetts Ave. NW 
Washington, DC 20036-2117 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project 

Dear Elizabeth  Merritt, 

The purpose of this letter is to ensure that the National Trust for Historic Preservation is aware that 
Minnesota Power, an operating division of ALLETE, Inc., has applied to the U.S. Department of 
Energy’s (DOE’s) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit to 
construct, operate, maintain, and connect an electric transmission line across the U.S.-Canada border.
Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 36 CFR Part 
800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 106 consultation process on 
the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project to determine any potential adverse 
effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites you to consult with us, as provided for by Section 106 
and its implementing regulations. 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 CFR 
1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  Minnesota Power is also seeking authorizations from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE), a cooperating agency to DOE in the 
preparation of the above mentioned EIS.  DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes 
of compliance with Section 106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between 
the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at the 
Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated 
by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.  

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 2014.  As a part 
of its scoping efforts, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings from July 16 – July 24, 2014 
(see enclosed GNTL Regional Map).  For more information on DOE’s NEPA review and preparation 
of the EIS, please visit the DOE GNTL EIS website at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  The 
GNTL Presidential permit application (including an initial cultural resources study), NOI and the 
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Great Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014), can be viewed on 
this website. 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions on historic 
properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR §800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), federally recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), Section 106 consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a 
demonstrated interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties 
(36 CFR §800.2).   

The DOE would like to obtain information from you about historic properties, including those of 
cultural importance to your organization and its members, in or near the project area, and also to 
provide you an opportunity to identify your concerns about such properties, including the 
identification of potential mitigation measures.  Your assistance in the identification and evaluation of 
historic properties will provide us the opportunity to resolve any adverse effects this undertaking may 
have on these properties.  If available, we would welcome any information on the location and 
importance of archaeological sites, historic structures, and any other localities of interest to you that 
are known to occur in or near the proposed project area. 

If you would like to participate in the Section 106 consultation process, please confirm within 30 
calendar days of the date of this letter, by sending a letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 
106 consulting party for the proposed GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 
20585.  Please also include information for a primary point of contact for your organization (as 
applicable) in your acceptance letter.  If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any 
time at the above email address or (202) 586-7668.   

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from GNTL Scoping Summary Report) 
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Figure 1-1 Project Regional Map 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

January 14, 2015 

Jim Atkinson 
Minnesota Power 
30 West Superior Street 
Duluth, MN 55802 

SUBJECT: Invitation to Consult on the Proposed Great Northern Transmission  
Line Project 

Dear Jim Atkinson, 

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and 
36 CFR Part 800, “Protection of Historic Properties,” the DOE is initiating the Section 
106 consultation process on the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) 
project to determine any potential adverse effects on historic properties.  The DOE invites 
you to consult with us as the an applicant for a Federal permit as provided for by Section 
106 and its implementing regulations at 36 CFR § 800.2(b)(4). 

The DOE is meeting its obligations under the NHPA concurrently with the preparation of 
an environmental impact statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (NEPA).  Because Minnesota Power is seeking authorizations from the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers – St. Paul District (USACE) and U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, cooperating agencies to DOE in the preparation of the above mentioned EIS, 
DOE is also acting as the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 
106 for the NEPA cooperating agencies (per 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2)). 

Under Section 106, the DOE must identify and consider the potential effects of its actions 
on historic properties through a collaborative framework (consultation) to identify 
historic properties potentially affected by the proposed project, assess its effects, and seek 
ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any adverse effects to historic properties (36 CFR 
§800.1(a)).  In addition to the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), federally 
recognized Indian tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP), the 
applicant for Federal assistance, permits licenses or other approvals, Section 106 
consulting parties may include certain individuals and organizations with a demonstrated 
interest in the undertaking due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the 
undertaking or affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on 
historic properties (36 CFR §800.2).  General information about the Section 106 process 
is available through the ACHP website at www.achp.org.

In order to properly document Minnesota Power’s participation in the Section 106 
process, please confirm within 30 calendar days of the date of this letter, please send a 
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letter accepting this invitation to act as a Section 106 consulting party for the proposed 
GNTL project, either as an attachment to an email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov, or by 
postal mail to 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C., 20585.  Please also 
include information for a primary point of contact for Minnesota Power in Section 106 
consultations in your acceptance letter.

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at the above email 
address or (202) 586-7668.

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-
20
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 
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David R. Moeller 
Senior Attorney 
218-723-3963 
dmoeller@allete.com 

February 3, 2015 

VIA E-MAIL and U.S. MAIL 
Juliea Smith 
Department of Energy 
1000 Independence Avenue, S.W. 
Washingston, D.C., 20585 

Re: Minnesota Power Acceptance Letter for Section 106 Consultation 

Dear Ms. Smith, 

 Minnesota Power is in receipt of the United States Department of Energy’s (“DOE”) 
January 14, 2015 letter inviting Minnesota Power to consult on the Section 106 process for 
the Great Northern Transmission Line Project.  As the applicant, Minnesota Power accepts 
this invitation and looks forward to continuing the active engagement with DOE and other 
stakeholders for the Great Northern Transmission Line Project.  Please consider Jim 
Atkinson the primary project contact and myself, David Moeller, the second project contact. 

 Please contact me if you have any questions or need additional information. 

      Yours truly, 

      David R. Moeller 

DRM:sr
Cc: Jim Atkinson 

30 west superior street / duluth, minnesota  55802-2093 / fax: 218-723-3955 /www.allete.com
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

November 22, 2014

Charlene Dwin Vaughn, AICP 
Assistant Director, Office of Federal Agency Programs 
Federal Permitting, Licensing and Assistance Section 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
401 F Street NW, Suite 308 
Washington, D.C. 20001-2637 

SUBJECT: Section 106 Consultation under the National Historic Preservation Act 
(NHPA) for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project
(DOE/EIS-0499)

Dear Ms. Vaughn: 

This letter is in response to your letter of July 25, 2014, to the U.S. Department of 
Energy (DOE or the Department) regarding DOE’s compliance with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and its implementing regulations, “Protection of 
Historic Properties” (36 CFR Part 800).  The intent of this correspondence is to respond 
directly to the questions you pose in your letter as well as to update you as to the status of 
DOE’s notification to and request for concurrence for initiation of the Section 106 
consultation process with the Minnesota State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO).  In 
addition, DOE is providing notification to the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP) of its intent to utilize a programmatic agreement to properly comply with the 
requirements of the NHPA implementing regulations identified above. 

As you are aware, DOE is in the process of preparing its draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) project in 
Roseau, Lake of the Woods, Koochiching, and Itasca Counties in northern Minnesota.  DOE 
is preparing its draft EIS pursuant to its obligations under the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) to evaluate environmental impacts of providing a Presidential permit to 
Minnesota Power for the construction, operation, maintenance, and connection of the portion 
of the transmission line within the United States.  The proposed DOE federal action is the 
potential grant of a Presidential permit for the international border crossing requested by 
Minnesota Power as part of its proposal.  This action has been determined by DOE to be an 
undertaking that has potential to cause adverse effects on historic properties as defined in 
implementing regulations at 36 CFR §800.16(y). 

The Department is coordinating its compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA with 
its review under NEPA according to the process set out in 36 CFR §800.3(b).  DOE 
documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 27, 
2014 (79 FR 36493), which specifically indicated that cultural and historic resources are 
being analyzed as part of the federal environmental review.  Per standing policy, DOE will 
continue to explicitly solicit information from the public (via the NEPA process) regarding 
cultural and historic resources through its Notice of Availability of its draft EIS when 
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published in the Federal Register.  DOE will also make cultural resources reports and 
information publicly available on the GNTL project EIS website, as appropriate.

On November 21, 2014, DOE sent a letter to the MN SHPO requesting formal 
initiation of the Section 106 consultation process for the proposed GNTL project.  A copy of 
that letter is enclosed for your information.  If you would also like a copy of the supporting 
materials referenced in the initiation request letter to MN SHPO, the Department will gladly 
provide those to you upon request.

Because DOE is currently considering several alternatives under NEPA for the 
proposed GNTL project that are large linear tracts of land and the resultant complexity of its 
analysis, DOE has determined that a phased approach for Section 106 identification and 
evaluation efforts in accordance with the process set forth in 36 CFR §800.4(b)(2) is 
appropriate.  The Department, therefore, proposes the execution of a programmatic 
agreement (PA) pursuant to 36 CFR §800.14(b) in order to properly defer final identification 
and evaluation of historic properties under Section 106.  A programmatic agreement for the 
GNTL project would delineate the process by which the likely presence of historic properties 
within the APE for each alternative under consideration through background research, 
consultation, with an appropriate level of field investigation to be performed, while taking 
into consideration the magnitude of the undertaking and its likely effects, and the views of 
the Council, SHPO, THPO(s), Indian Tribes, and other consulting parties.   

In close, DOE appreciates your response to our July 14, 2014, notification letter 
regarding the Great Northern Transmission Line Project EIS (DOE/EIS-0499) and associated 
advice contained therein.  The Department would appreciate any information, further 
guidance, and/or concurrence in writing on whether its proposal for a phased approach to 
identification and evaluation through the execution of a PA is appropriate in this case so that 
DOE may properly document its compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA in its 
administrative record.   

I very much look forward to working with you and your staff in the future and 
appreciate your assistance in this effort.  If you have any questions or concerns, please 
contact me at any time at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov or (202) 586-7668.

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enc:  DOE Section 106 Initiation Request Letter to MN SHPO (November 21, 2014)  
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

November 21, 2014

Mr. Stephen Elliot 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Minnesota Historical Society 
345 Kellogg Boulevard West 
St. Paul, MN 55102-1906 

SUBJECT: Initiation Request for Section 106 Consultation under the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
Project (DOE/EIS-0499) 

Dear Mr. Elliot: 

The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE or the Department) is in the process of 
preparing its draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Great Northern 
Transmission Line (GNTL) project in Roseau, Lake of the Woods, Koochiching, and Itasca 
Counties in northern Minnesota.  DOE is preparing its draft EIS pursuant to its obligations 
under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to evaluate environmental impacts of 
providing a Presidential permit to Minnesota Power for the construction, operation, 
maintenance, and connection of the portion of the transmission line within the United States.  
The proposed DOE federal action is the potential grant of a Presidential permit for the 
international border crossing requested by Minnesota Power as part of its proposal.  This 
action has been determined by DOE to be an undertaking that has potential to cause adverse 
effects on historic properties per the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s (ACHP’s) 
NHPA implementing regulations at 36 CFR §800.3(a). 

The Department is coordinating its compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA with 
its review under NEPA according to the process set out in 36 CFR §800.3(b).  Per standing 
policy, DOE will explicitly solicit information from the public (via the NEPA process) 
regarding cultural and historic resources through its Notice of Availability of its draft EIS 
when published in the Federal Register.  DOE will also make cultural resources reports and 
information publicly available on the GNTL project EIS website, as appropriate.

In this letter DOE provides you with a summary of the actions that the Department is 
taking to comply with Section 106 of the NHPA, including project background, efforts to 
identify historic properties potentially affected by the proposed GNTL project to date, a 
preliminary list of potentially affected historic properties listed or eligible for listing on the 
National Register of Historic Properties (NRHP), potential consulting parties.  This letter also 
discusses DOE’s initial proposal for direct and indirect Areas of Potential Effect (APEs) to 
be used in the Department’s proposed phased approach to identification and evaluation of 
historic resources under Section 106.  Furthermore, DOE is sending this letter as its official 
request for initiation of Section 106 consultation under NHPA with the Minnesota State 
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Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), and would appreciate your written reply within 30-
days or as soon as possible.

Background

As you are aware, DOE sent a NEPA review information letter to your office on July 10, 
2014, indicating that Minnesota Power applied to DOE for a Presidential permit to construct, 
operate, maintain, and connect an approximately 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV 
AC transmission line between the Minnesota - Manitoba border crossing northwest of 
Roseau, Minnesota, and terminating at the existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near 
Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  Minnesota Power’s proposal also includes associated substation 
facilities and transmission system modifications at the Blackberry Substation site, and 
construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a structure which will house the 
500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and performance of the 
proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be required for the 
proposed Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the existing Blackberry 
230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL project would carry hydropower generated by 
facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility.   

DOE is a federal joint lead agency with the Minnesota Department of Commerce – Energy 
Environmental Review and Analysis (DOC-EERA) acting as state joint lead agency per 40 
CFR 1501.5(b) in the preparation of the subject EIS.  The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, St. 
Paul District (USACE), the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Region 5, will be cooperating agencies to DOE and DOC-EERA in the 
preparation of this EIS.

DOE is the lead federal agency for purposes of compliance with Section 106, in accordance 
with 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2), and will address the potential effects of the above identified 
NEPA cooperating agencies’ (namely USACE’s) proposed actions on historic and 
archaeological resources. 

DOE documented a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on June 
27, 2014 (79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period which ended on August 15, 
2014.  The NOI specifically indicated that cultural and historic resources are being analyzed 
as part of the federal environmental review.  While the proposed federal action (and 
undertaking) is the potential grant of a Presidential permit by DOE for the international 
border crossing, the proposed construction, operation, maintenance, and connection of the 
portion of the transmission line within the United States is a connected action to DOE’s 
proposed action under NEPA.  DOE is therefore analyzing the potential environmental 
impacts from the proposed federal action and the connected action in the EIS.  For the 
purposes of compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA, DOE is considering the potential for 
adverse effects to cultural and historic properties for the proposed border crossing and entire 
length of the proposed transmission line.   

Consulting Parties

In accordance with 36 CFR §800.2, DOE has identified potential consulting parties, 
including ACHP, SHPO, THPOs, the Applicant, local government representatives, other 
Native American entities, local historical societies, heritage preservation commissions, state 

P-166



3

agencies, sites and museums, state-wide groups, national groups, and private individuals with 
a  for the purposes of Section 106 consultation under NHPA.  A list of consulting parties 
identified by DOE is enclosed with this letter for your review and input (see enclosed Draft 
List of GNTL Section 106 Consulting Parties).  DOE requests that you and your staff provide 
the Department with feedback regarding any other potential Section 106 consulting parties 
for the GNTL project that may not have yet been identified or that should be included in this 
list of potential consulting parties.  Your office’s assistance in this matter at this time is 
greatly appreciated.

Tribal Outreach and Consultation

As proposed, the GNTL project does not directly involve tribal reservation lands or require a 
right-of-way grant or special use grant from tribes, however, the proposal is located in an area 
that was inhabited by numerous American Indians before Euro-American settlement.  As a result 
the proposal has the potential to impact tribes with current or historic interest in the project area.

In accordance with its responsibilities under Section 106, NEPA, the American Indian 
Religious Freedom Act (16 U.S.C. 1996), the Archeological Resources Protection Act of 
1979 (16 U.S.C. 470aa-mm), the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 
1990 (25 U.S.C. 3001, et. seq.), Executive Order 13175 Consultation and Coordination with 
Indian Tribal Governments, (November 6, 2000), and DOE’s “American Indian and Alaska 
Native Tribal Government Policy,” as set forth in DOE Order 1230.2 (October 2000), DOE 
initiated government-to-government consultation with tribes potentially affected by the 
proposed GNTL project via letter dated June 27, 2014.  As a part of this effort, DOE held 
government-to-government tribal consultation meetings on July 15, 2014, in Red Lake, 
Minnesota, and on July 22, 2014, in Deer River, Minnesota.  The purpose of these initial 
consultation meetings was to gain the opinions of tribes regarding the cultural values that 
tribes ascribe to the area and its resources, as well as to identify opinions of tribes that no 
longer live in the area.

A list of federally recognized American Indians and Tribal Historic Preservation Officers 
(THPOs) contacted by DOE as a part of these activities is provided in the attached Draft List 
of GNTL Section 106 Consulting Parties.  DOE’s government-to-government consultation 
activities with these tribes and THPOs are on-going.

Identification Efforts to Date 

The proposed undertaking has the potential to affect historic properties either listed in, or 
eligible for, inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places.  An initial cultural 
resources survey (i.e., desktop literature review) was performed by Minnesota Power as part 
of the GNTL project Presidential permit application to DOE.  This survey considered a study 
area extending 1-mile on each side of the proposed GNTL Project’s right-of-way (ROW) 
centerline, with preliminary potential direct effects analysis based on an anticipated 200-foot-
wide ROW within 1000-3000 foot Route Alternatives.

The initial cultural resources survey study area encompassed two Route Alternatives and four 
(4) Segment Options.  The Route Alternatives are the Blue Route and the Orange Routes.
Segment Options include the Segment Option C1, Segment Option C2, Segment Option J1, 
and Segment Option J2 (see enclosed Cultural Resources Study).
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As a part of this effort, your office responded to historic resources data (e.g., GIS shape files) 
requests by Minnesota Power in March 2013, July 2013, August 2013, and November 2013.  
Your office also provided input to Minnesota Power regarding the proposed GNTL project 
and suggestions for archaeological survey via a letter dated August 14, 2013.

An initial study of the NHRP listed or eligible properties found that one of the properties 
identified within 1-mile of the Blue Route is listed on the NRHP, however, four properties, 
all railroad or mining properties, are considered eligible for NRHP listing: the Great Northern 
Railway Gunn Line (IC IRT 009), one segment of the Duluth, Missabi and Northern Railway 
(IC IRT 010), the Holman Mine Stripping and Lean Ore Dump (IC IRT 012), and the Brown 
Number 2 Mine Stripping Dump (IC IRT 013).

The study also found that no properties identified within 1-mile of the Orange Route are 
listed on the NRHP, however, four properties, all railroad or mining properties, are 
considered eligible for NRHP listing: the Great Northern Railway Gunn Line (IC IRT 009),
one segment of the Duluth, Missabe and Northern Railway (IC IRT 010), the Holman Mine 
Stripping and Lean Ore Dump (IC IRT 012), and the Brown Number 2 Mine Stripping 
Dump (IC IRT 013).

For the Segment Options C1, C2, and J1, this study indicated that there are no NRHP listed 
or eligible properties within the CR Study Area.  While none of the properties identified 
within the Segment Option J2 CR Study Area are listed on the NRHP, two architectural 
properties within the CR Study Area have been evaluated as eligible for listing on the NRHP: 
two segments of Minnesota Highway 38 (IC BFT 017 and IC-EFC  015). 

The GNTL Presidential permit application, including associated maps, drawings, and initial 
cultural resources study, can also be viewed or downloaded in its entirety from the DOE 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) program Web site at: 
http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-no-pp-398-great-
northern-transmission-line.  However, I have attached “Appendix G- Cultural Resources 
Study” submitted as part of Minnesota Power’s Presidential permit application to this letter 
for your use and review. 

In addition to efforts by Minnesota Power to identify historic resources potentially affected 
by the proposed GNTL project, DOE held eight NEPA public scoping meetings during its 
45-day public scoping comment period from July 16 – July 24, 2014 (see enclosed GNTL 
Regional Map).  The meetings held in the towns of Roseau, Baudette, Littlefork, 
International Falls, Kelliher, Bigfork, and Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  DOE received four 
comments related to potential impacts from construction on historic resources along the 
proposed transmission routes, including such resources as the Conservation Corps Camp 53 
site, historic logging sites, and Big Fork River historic and cultural areas.  The Great
Northern Transmission Line Scoping Summary Report (November 2014) is available on the 
DOE GNTL EIS Web site at: 
http://www.greatnortherneis.org/Files/ScopingSummaryReportNOV2014.pdf.  Due to its 
overall size, a hardcopy of this report will be provided to you upon request in follow up to 
this letter.
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Scope of Future Identification Efforts under Section 106–Area of Potential Effect (APE) 

As mentioned above, the anticipated ROW for the proposed GNTL project is 200-foot-wide 
alignment located within a 1000-3000 foot-wide route alternative.  In order to begin your 
consideration of DOE’s scope of identification efforts under Section 106 of the NHPA, the 
Department proposes a direct APE of the maximum width of a route alternative, an area of 
approximately 1000-3000 feet wide for each proposed Route Alternative.  Using this as an 
initial point for scope of identification efforts (e.g., Phase 1A survey efforts) would allow for 
flexibility in siting of the final alignment within the approved route alternative.  Once the 
final alignment is determined by the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission, DOE would 
propose a direct APE as the 200-foot wide alignment for detailed identification and 
evaluation efforts.  The direct APE for identifying terrestrial historic properties and below 
grade archeological resources would include those areas outside of the ROW that may be 
impacted by construction, access roads, material and equipment storage areas, or any other 
physical disturbances necessary during construction of the project.

At this time, DOE would also like SHPO to contemplate the extent of an indirect APE for 
assessing the potential for adverse visual effects of the proposed GNTL project on terrestrial 
historic properties.  The Department typically proposes an indirect APE for overhead 
transmission lines of this size and complexity to be approximately one-mile on either side of 
the center line (will vary with topography) of the proposed right-of-way once the final 
alignment is established.  DOE looks forward to future discussions with you and other 
consulting parties about these proposed direct and indirect APEs for the GNTL project, and 
understands that no final direct and indirect APE determinations may be made at this time. 

DOE Identification of Historic Properties – Programmatic Agreement (PA)  

Because DOE is currently considering alternatives under NEPA for the proposed GNTL 
project that are large linear tracts of land encompassed in Minnesota Power’s proposed Blue 
and Orange Route Alternatives and four Route Segment Options (C1, C2, J1, and J2), DOE 
has determined that a phased approach for Section 106 identification and evaluation efforts in 
accordance with the process set forth in 36 CFR §800.4(b)(2) is appropriate.  The 
Department therefore proposes the execution of a programmatic agreement (PA) pursuant to 
36 CFR §800.14(b) to properly defer final identification and evaluation of historic properties.
A programmatic agreement for the GNTL project would delineate the process by which the 
likely presence of historic properties within the APE for each alternative under consideration 
through background research, consultation, and appropriate level of field investigation is 
performed, while taking into consideration the magnitude of the undertaking and its likely 
effects, and the views of SHPO, THPO(s) and any other consulting.

DOE has attached a preliminary draft PA for the GNTL project to this letter for your review 
and consideration.  This preliminary draft PA is offered as a starting point for Section 106 
consultation discussions with SHPO and consulting parties in considering DOE’s proposed 
phased approach to identification and evaluation of historic and cultural properties 
potentially affected by the proposed GNTL project (see enclosed Preliminary Draft PA).

In close, DOE currently seeks your concurrence on initiating its Section 106 consultation 
process for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line project.  DOE also seeks any 
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information or suggestions that your office may have with regard to potential consulting 
parties or tribes that are included in the attached consulting parties list, or if you have 
additional information that should considered at this time.  Please provide your Section 106 
initiation concurrence and any material information that you may have in writing so that it 
may be added to the administrative record to evidence DOE’s compliance with Section 106 
consultation responsibilities. 

I very much look forward to working with you and your staff in the near future and 
appreciate your assistance in this effort.  I will be traveling on GNTL project business to St. 
Paul from December 2-4, 2014, and would like to have an opportunity to introduce myself in 
person to you and your staff.  I hope there will be time in your schedule and staff resources 
for this meeting to occur, and will be in contact with your staff via email and/or phone in an 
effort to schedule such an opportunity if possible.

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at any time at 
Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov or (202) 586-7668.

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Enclosed:
GNTL Project Regional Map (from NEPA Scoping Summary Report) 
Cultural Resources Study (Appendix G from DOE Presidential permit application) 
Draft List GNTL Section 106 Consulting Parties
Preliminary Draft PA  

Cc: Charlene Dwin Vaughn, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
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USFWS and DOE Section 7 Consultation 

  



Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585 

October 2, 2015

Lisa Mandell
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
4101 American Blvd. East
Bloomington, MN 55425

SUBJECT: Request for Consultation under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act for 
the Great Northern Transmission Line Project

Dear Ms. Mandell:  

The Department of Energy (DOE) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability is 
responding to an application by Minnesota Power (Applicant) for a Presidential permit to 
construct, operate, maintain, and connect the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project. Enclosed is a Biological Assessment (BA) to initiate formal consultation under 
Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act (ESA). 

The BA has been prepared in accordance with the legal requirements set forth under regulations 
implementing Section 7 of the Federal Endangered Species Act (50 CFR 402; 16 U.S.C. 
1536(c)). The description of the proposed GNTL Project in Section 2.0 includes measures and 
best management practices that would help avoid impacts on these species, including time of 
year restrictions, survey commitments prior to vegetation management actions (e.g., clearing), 
and avoidance of habitat.  Section 6.0 of the BA provides a comprehensive analysis of impacts.  

The DOE prepared the enclosed BA in support of the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) review of potential environmental impacts related to the proposed GNTL Project. This 
environmental review is also being conducted jointly with the state of Minnesota Department of 
Commerce – Energy and Environmental Regulatory Analysis (DOC-EERA) under the 
Minnesota Power Plan Siting Act (PPSA) in support of the Minnesota Public Utility’s 
Commission Route Permit decision.   

As described in the enclosed BA, the proposed GNTL Project would have no effect on the 
Poweshiek skipperling (Oarisma Poweshiek), piping plover (Charadrius melodus), or the 
western prairie fringed orchid (Platanthera praeclara). In addition, the proposed GNTL Project 
may affect but is unlikely to adversely affect the gray wolf (Canis lupus), Canada lynx (Lynx 
canadensis), and Sprague’s pipit (Anthus spragueii). However, the proposed GNTL Project may 
affect, and is likely to adversely affect, the Northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis), as 
well as may affect, and is likely to adversely affect critical habitat designated for the Northern 
long-eared bat and gray wolf. Therefore, DOE requests formal consultation under Section 7 of 
the ESA be initiated at this time.



Please feel free to contact me at any time either by email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov or by 
phone at (202) 586-7668.

Yours very truly,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD
Principal NEPA Document Manager
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20
Office of Electricity Delivery and

Energy Reliability
U.S. Department of Energy

Attch:
GNTL Biological Assessment



Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585  

5 November 2014

Tony Sullins, Chief 
Endangered Species Program 
Midwest Region Ecological Services Office 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990 
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458
                                   
SUBJECT: Proposed Great Northern Transmission Line Project  

Dear Mr. Sullins: 

The purpose of this letter is to initiate informal consultation under Section 7(a)(2) of the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) for the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line (GNTL) 
Project. On April 15, 2014, Minnesota Power applied to DOE’s Office of Electricity Delivery 
and Energy Reliability for a Presidential permit proposes to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect a 220-mile, overhead, single-circuit 500 kV AC transmission line between the 
Minnesota-Manitoba border crossing northwest of Roseau, Minnesota, and the existing 
Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  The Minnesota Power’s 
proposal also includes associated substation facilities and transmission system modifications at 
the Blackberry Substation site, and construction of a new 500 kV Series Compensation Station (a 
structure which will house the 500 kV series capacitor banks necessary for reliable operation and 
performance of the proposed transmission line).  A new Blackberry 500 kV Substation would be 
required for the proposed GNTL Project and would be constructed adjacent to and east of the 
existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation.  The proposed GNTL Project would carry 
hydropower generated by facilities operated by Manitoba Hydro, a Canadian electric utility, and 
would support the regional electric grid.   

DOE has determined that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is the appropriate level of 
review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for this proposed project, as was 
documented in our Federal Register Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS on June 27, 2014 
(79 FR 36493), with an open public scoping period ending on August 11, 2014.  The proposed 
federal action is the potential grant of a Presidential permit for the international border crossing.  
The proposed construction, operation, maintenance, and connection of the portion of the 
transmission line within the United States is a connected action to DOE’s proposed action.  DOE 
will analyze potential environmental impacts from the proposed federal action and the connected 
action in the EIS. The NOI, along with background information, an opportunity to subscribe to
our mailing list, and more, are available at http://www.GreatNorthernEIS.org.  

The Great Northern Transmission Line Presidential permit application (OE Docket PP-398), 
including associated maps, drawings, and initial threatened and endangered species identification 
study, can also be viewed or downloaded in its entirety from the DOE Office of Electricity 
Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE) program Web site at: 
http://energy.gov/oe/downloads/application-presidential-permit-oe-docket-no-pp-398-great-
northern-transmission-line. 
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In preparation of their Presidential permit, Minnesota Power collected unique and protected 
species information from the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (DNR) Minnesota 
Biological Survey (MBS), Minnesota’s Comprehensive Wildlife Conservation Strategy, USGS
Gap Analysis Program (GAP) analysis, and other sources to identify habitats and species that 
could occur within or near the Study Area. The threatened and endangered species (including 
protected and candidate species) under the jurisdiction of the USFWS that are potentially located 
in the GNTL Project area include, but may not be limited to:

1. Canada lynx (lynx Canadensis) 
2. Piping plover (Charadrius melodus) 
3. Western prairie fringed orchid (Platanthera praeclara) 
4. Sprague’s pipit (Anthus spragueii) 
5. Dakota skipper (Hesperia dacotae) 
6. Poweshiek skipperling (Oarisma poweshiek) 
7. Northern long-eared bat (Mytosis septentrionalis) 

We would very much appreciate USFWS Endangered Species Program’s review and approval of 
the above-listed potentially affected species, or request that your program provide DOE with a
list of additional protected species that might be affected and any concerns relative to potential 
impacts of the proposed GNTL Project on federally-listed species.   

DOE has also been engaged with the USFWS Twin Cities Field Office staff, and the field office 
is acting as a cooperating agency in the development of the EIS.  We look forward to hearing 
from your office and to working with you and USFWS staff with regard to the proposed GNTL 
Project.  Please feel free to contact me at any time either by e-mail at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov
or by phone at (202) 586-7668. 

Yours very truly, 

Julie Ann Smith, PhD 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Cc:  
Lisa Mandell, USFWS  
Margaret Rheude, USFWS 
Brian Mills, DOE NEPA Compliance Officer 
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Biological Assessment 



Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585 

October 2, 2015

Lisa Mandell
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
4101 American Blvd. East
Bloomington, MN 55425

SUBJECT: Request for Consultation under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act for 
the Great Northern Transmission Line Project

Dear Ms. Mandell:  

The Department of Energy (DOE) Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability is 
responding to an application by Minnesota Power (Applicant) for a Presidential permit to 
construct, operate, maintain, and connect the proposed Great Northern Transmission Line 
(GNTL) Project. Enclosed is a Biological Assessment (BA) to initiate formal consultation under 
Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act (ESA). 

The BA has been prepared in accordance with the legal requirements set forth under regulations 
implementing Section 7 of the Federal Endangered Species Act (50 CFR 402; 16 U.S.C. 
1536(c)). The description of the proposed GNTL Project in Section 2.0 includes measures and 
best management practices that would help avoid impacts on these species, including time of 
year restrictions, survey commitments prior to vegetation management actions (e.g., clearing), 
and avoidance of habitat.  Section 6.0 of the BA provides a comprehensive analysis of impacts.  

The DOE prepared the enclosed BA in support of the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) review of potential environmental impacts related to the proposed GNTL Project. This 
environmental review is also being conducted jointly with the state of Minnesota Department of 
Commerce – Energy and Environmental Regulatory Analysis (DOC-EERA) under the 
Minnesota Power Plan Siting Act (PPSA) in support of the Minnesota Public Utility’s 
Commission Route Permit decision.   

As described in the enclosed BA, the proposed GNTL Project would have no effect on the 
Poweshiek skipperling (Oarisma Poweshiek), piping plover (Charadrius melodus), or the 
western prairie fringed orchid (Platanthera praeclara). In addition, the proposed GNTL Project 
may affect but is unlikely to adversely affect the gray wolf (Canis lupus), Canada lynx (Lynx 
canadensis), and Sprague’s pipit (Anthus spragueii). However, the proposed GNTL Project may 
affect, and is likely to adversely affect, the Northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis), as
well as may affect, and is likely to adversely affect critical habitat designated for the Northern 
long-eared bat and gray wolf. Therefore, DOE requests formal consultation under Section 7 of 
the ESA be initiated at this time.



Please feel free to contact me at any time either by email at Juliea.Smith@hq.doe.gov or by 
phone at (202) 586-7668.

Yours very truly,

Julie Ann Smith, PhD
Principal NEPA Document Manager
National Electricity Delivery Division, OE-20
Office of Electricity Delivery and

Energy Reliability
U.S. Department of Energy

Attch:
GNTL Biological Assessment
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Summary
Minnesota Power, a regulated utility division of ALLETE, Inc., as the Applicant for a Presidential permit, 
proposes to develop the Great Northern Transmission Line Project (proposed Project) to connect 
renewable sources of power generation (hydroelectric) in Manitoba, Canada to northern Minnesota. This 
hydroelectric power would be used to off-set projected energy shortages across the region in northern 
Minnesota by 2020 and to complement the Applicant’s wind energy investments in North Dakota. The 
Applicant estimates the total capital cost for the proposed Project would be between $558 million and 
$710 million (2013 dollars) and is projected to be in service by 2020. The Applicant estimates that the 
proposed Project would create 120 direct construction jobs during the approximate 4-year construction 
period. 

The proposed Project would run from the Applicant’s proposed international border crossing in Roseau 
County, Minnesota to the proposed Iron Range 500 kV Substation located just east of the existing 
Blackberry Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota. It would be located on all new 200-foot wide right 
of way (ROW) with a wider area required for certain spans at angle and corner structures, for guyed 
structures, or where special design requirements are dictated by topography. The proposed Iron Range 
500 kV Substation would accommodate the required 500 kV interconnection. The Applicant is also 
proposing to construct a new 500 kV series compensation station, regeneration stations, permanent 
access roads, temporary access roads, laydown areas, and fly-in sites. The proposed Project would be 
owned and operated in the United States by the Applicant. 

This Biological Assessment (BA) has been prepared in accordance with the legal requirements set forth 
under regulations implementing Section 7 of the Federal Endangered Species Act (ESA) (50 CFR 402; 16 
U.S.C. 1536(c)). The purpose of this BA is to review the proposed Project in sufficient detail to determine if 
the proposed action may affect any federally threatened or endangered species and/or critical habitat.  

Based on the description of the proposed Project in Section 2 of this BA and further described in the 
associated Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) (Department of Energy (DOE) 2015), the status of 
potentially affected federally-listed species in Section 4 of this BA, environmental baseline conditions in 
Section 5 of this BA, and the analysis of potential impacts in Section 6 of this BA, DOE concludes 
determinations of effect for the species and designated critical habitat that occur in the proposed Project 
area as identified in Table 1. Similarly, DOE concludes that the proposed Project would have no effect on 
the species and designated critical habitat identified in Table 2. 
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Table 1 Determination of Effect for Federally- Listed Species and Designated Critical 
Habitat Potentially Affected by the Proposed Project

Scientific Name Common Name ESA Status(1) Determination of Effect 

Canis lupus Gray wolf T May affect, but not likely to adversely affect 

Lynx canadensis Canada lynx T May affect, but not likely to adversely affect 

Myotis septentrionalis Northern long-eared bat T May affect, likely to adversely affect 

Anthus spragueii Sprague’s pipit Can. May affect, but not likely to adversely affect 

Designated Critical Habitat Determination of Effect 

Canis lupus (gray wolf) May affect, likely to adversely affect 

(1) Endangered Species Act. ”E” refers to federally-listed as endangered, “T” refers to federally-listed as threatened, “Can” refers to federal 
candidate species. 

 
 

Table 2 Nearby Federally-Listed Species and Designated Critical Habitat Not Affected by 
the Proposed Project

Scientific Name Common Name ESA Status(1) 

Oarisma poweshiek Poweshiek skipperling E 

Charadrius melodus Piping plover T 

Platanthera praeclara 
Western prairie fringed 
orchid 

T 

Designated Critical Habitat 

Lynx canadensis Canada lynx T 

Charadrius melodus Piping plover T 

Oarisma poweshiek(2) Poweshiek skipperling E 
(1) Endangered Species Act. ”E” refers to federally-listed as endangered, “T” refers to federally-listed as threatened, “Can” refers to federal 

candidate species. 
(2) The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) proposed designated critical habitat for Poweshiek skipperling October 24, 2013 in portions 

of Minnesota, Iowa, Michigan, Wisconsin, and the Dakotas. 
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1.0 Introduction
The purpose of this Biological Assessment (BA) is to evaluate the potential impacts of the proposed Great 
Northern Transmission Line Project (proposed Project) on federally-listed threatened or endangered 
species, and to comply with requirements of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973 (16 United States 
Code [U.S.C.] 1531-1534). The proposed Federal Action by the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) is the 
issuance of a Presidential permit that would authorize Minnesota Power, a regulated utility division of 
ALLETE, Inc. (the Applicant) to construct, operate, and maintain the proposed Project crossing of the 
United States/Canada international border. 

DOE has prepared an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Project (DOE 2015) to 
comply with requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act. Therefore, DOE is preparing this BA 
as the lead Federal Action Agency for the proposed Project. The EIS contains additional details about the 
proposed Project and potential effects on the natural and human environment, and is incorporated into 
this BA by reference. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers will evaluate potential impacts to navigable waters 
by the Federal Action and determine if issuance of a Clean Water Act Section 404 permit for the proposed 
Project is warranted. Other cooperating agencies involved with the EIS process include the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS), U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, the Minnesota Department of Natural 
Resources (MnDNR), and the Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indians. 

The Applicant proposed to develop the Project to connect renewable sources of power generation 
(hydroelectric) in Manitoba, Canada to northern Minnesota. This hydroelectric power would be used to 
off-set projected energy shortages across the region in northern Minnesota by 2020 and to complement 
the Applicant’s wind energy investments in North Dakota. The Applicant estimates the total capital cost 
for the proposed Project would be between $558 million and $710 million (2013 dollars) and is projected 
to be in service by 2020. The Applicant estimates that the proposed Project would create 120 direct 
construction jobs during the approximate 4-year construction period. 

The proposed Project would travel from the Applicant’s proposed international border crossing in Roseau 
County, Minnesota to the proposed Iron Range 500 kV Substation located just east of the existing 
Blackberry Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota (Map 1). It would be located on all new 200-foot 
wide right of way (ROW) with a wider area required for certain spans at angle and corner structures, for 
guyed structures, or where special design requirements are dictated by topography. The transmission 
towers would be steel lattice structures for the majority of the route, with the exact type of structure in 
any given location dependent on land type, land use, and potential effect on the surrounding landscape. 
Tower heights would range from approximately 100 feet to about 170 feet. In some instances, such as 
where the proposed Project crosses an existing transmission line, taller structures would be required. The 
proposed Iron Range 500 kV Substation would accommodate the required 500 kV interconnection. The 
Applicant is also proposing to construct a new 500 kV series compensation station, regeneration stations, 
permanent access roads, temporary access roads, laydown areas, and fly-in sites. The proposed Project 
would be owned and operated in the United States by the Applicant. 
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On April 15, 2014, the Applicant applied to the DOE for a Presidential permit for the proposed Project 
pursuant to Executive Order (EO) 10485, as amended by Executive Order 12038, and the regulations 
codified at 10 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 205.320 et seq. (2000), “Application for Presidential 
Permit Authorizing the Construction, Connection, Operation, and Maintenance of Facilities for 
Transmission of Electric Energy at International Boundaries.“ On the same date, the Applicant also applied 
to the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission (MN PUC) for a Route Permit under the Minnesota Power 
Plant Siting Act. The proposed transmission line would run from the Applicant’s proposed international 
border crossing in Roseau County, Minnesota to the proposed Iron Range 500 kV Substation located just 
east of the existing Blackberry Substation near Grand Rapids, Minnesota.  

On October 29, 2014, the Applicant submitted an amendment to their Presidential permit and Route 
Permit applications to DOE and MN PUC, respectively, for the proposed Project as a result of new 
information. The amended Presidential permit application changed the location of the proposed 
international border crossing under DOE’s consideration to latitude 49 00 00.00 N and longitude 95 54 
50.49 W, roughly 2.9 miles east of Highway 89 in Roseau County, Minnesota. The proposed Project, as 
amended, is described in detail below in Section 2 of this BA. 

1.1 Endangered Species Act Requirements
The ESA establishes procedures for the protection and conservation of threatened and endangered 
species and the ecosystems upon which they depend (i.e., designated critical habitat). The ESA describes 
several categories of federal status for plants and animals and their critical habitat, which have been 
designated by the USFWS. In addition to allowing the listing of species and subspecies, the ESA allows 
listing of “distinct population segments” (DPSs) of vertebrate species. A DPS is a portion of a species’ or 
subspecies’ population or range; DPS are defined geographically, rather than biologically. 

An “endangered” species is defined as any species in danger of extinction throughout all or a large 
portion of its range. A “threatened” species is defined as any species likely to become an endangered 
species in the foreseeable future. A “candidate” species is defined as any species for which the USFWS has 
on file sufficient information on biological vulnerability and threat(s) to support issuance of a proposal to 
list, but issuance of a proposed rule is currently precluded by higher priority listing actions. “Critical 
habitat” is defined in the ESA as “a specific geographic area that is essential for the conservation of a 
threatened or endangered species and that could require special management or protection.” Critical 
habitat can include an area that is not occupied by a species but is needed for the recovery of that 
species.  

The USFWS has the responsibility for implementing the ESA. Federal agencies must consult with the 
USFWS, under Section 7(a)(2) of the ESA, on activities that may affect a federally-listed species. These 
interagency consultations, or Section 7 consultations, are designed to assist federal agencies in fulfilling 
their duty to ensure federal actions do not jeopardize the continued existence of a species or destroy or 
adversely modify critical habitat. 
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1.2 Consultation History
The following interactions between the DOE and the USFWS regarding the proposed Project have 
occurred prior to the preparation of this BA and have supported its development: 

March 14, 2014 – Letter from the USFWS to the Minnesota Department of Commerce (DOC) 
providing comments during the environmental impact statement (EIS) scoping process.  

August 4, 2014 – DOE met with USFWS and Minnesota Power in person to discuss the proposed 
transmission line and avoidance of USFWS interest lands. 

August 14, 2014 – Letter from USFWS to DOE providing comments on specific routing alternatives 
to be analyzed in the Draft EIS.  

November 5, 2014 – DOE sent letter to the USFWS initiating informal consultation under Section 7 
of the ESA. 

March 3, 2015 – Email sent to the USFWS to request GIS data on Canada lynx and gray wolf. 

March 5, 2015 – Email response from the USFWS with wolf occupied township shapefile and wolf 
range shapefile attached. 

August 10, 2015 – Letter from USFWS to DOE providing comments on the Draft EIS during the 
public comment period. 

September 14, 2015 – DOE held a conference call with USFWS to discuss the initiation of formal 
consultation under Section 7 of the ESA. 
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2.0 Description of the Proposed Action
This section summarizes the key elements of the proposed Project, which was derived from the EIS (DOE 
2015). The following items related to the proposed Project are defined and summarized in the sub-
sections below: the alternatives considered and evaluated in the EIS, the Action Area and Study Area, 
details related to construction, maintenance, and operation, construction schedule, and impact and 
minimization and conservation measures. 

2.1 Description of Alternatives Used in the Draft EIS Analysis
The proposed Project would include construction, operation, and maintenance of an approximately 220-
mile long, 500-kilovolt (kV) overhead, single-circuit, alternating current (AC) electric transmission system. 
The Applicant identified two proposed routes; the Blue Route and the Orange Route, as identified on Map 
1. Additional routing alternatives were developed during the proposed Project scoping process (see 
Appendix C in the EIS). 

For purposes of understanding the routing alternatives associated with the proposed Project, and to 
facilitate the analysis in the EIS (DOE 2015), the proposed Project was divided into three geographical 
sections, including the West Section, Central Section, and East Section (Map 1). Within each geographical 
section, multiple “variation areas” were developed to address local issues across route alternatives or 
“variations.” Each variation area contains portions of the Applicant’s proposed route(s) and variations, 
which were developed from alternative route segments identified during the proposed Project scoping 
process (see Appendix C in the EIS). The EIS evaluated the potential environmental impacts and presents 
the results for the alternatives — proposed routes and variations — within each variation area.  

Table 3 and Map 2 through Map 4 provide an overview of the geographic sections and the variation areas 
contained within them. Because potential effects on federally-listed species from the proposed Project 
would not differ between portions of the proposed routes and variations within a particular variation area, 
the BA does not go into detail on all route alternatives evaluated for the proposed Project. The EIS 
provides information on sections of the proposed routes, variations, and alignment modifications 
evaluated for the proposed Project (DOE 2015). 

Table 3 Geographic Sections and Corresponding Variation Areas

Sections  Variation Areas 

West Section  
(Roseau and Lake of the Woods 

counties) 

Border Crossing Variation Area 

Roseau Lake WMA Variation Area 

Cedar Bend WMA Variation Area 

Beltrami North Variation Area 

Beltrami North Central Variation Area 

Central Section 
(Lake of the Woods, Koochiching, 

Beltrami, and Itasca counties) 

Pine Island Variation Area 

Beltrami South Central Variation Area 

Beltrami South Variation Area 
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Sections  Variation Areas 

North Black River Variation Area 

C2 Segment Option Variation Area 

J2 Segment Option Variation Area 

Northome Variation Area 

Cutfoot Variation Area 

East Section 
(Koochiching and Itasca counties) 

Effie Variation Area 

East Bear Lake Variation Area 

Balsam Variation Area 

Dead Man’s Pond Variation Area 

Blackberry Variation Area 
  

2.2 Associated Facilities
In addition to the proposed approximately 220-mile long, 500 kV overhead, single-circuit, AC electric 
transmission system, the Applicant also proposes a new Iron Range 500 kV Substation, located on the 
same site as the Applicant’s existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation, adjacent to and east of the 
existing substation to accommodate the required 500 kV interconnection and to construct a new 500 kV 
series compensation station, and regeneration stations (Map 1). In addition, the Applicant would need to 
construct permanent access roads, temporary access roads, laydown areas, and fly-in sites; however, the 
detailed design and locations of these features would not be determined until the Presidential permit and 
Route Permit are issued by the DOE and Minnesota PUC, respectively. 

2.3 Action Area and Study Area
The Action Area is defined in 50 CFR Part 402.02 as “all areas to be affected directly or indirectly by the 
Federal Action and not merely the immediate area involved in the action.” The Action Area for federally-
listed species in the proposed Project is 100 feet on either side of all proposed routes and variations, 
which is the anticipated ROW, and the footprints for the proposed Iron Range 500 kV Substation, new 500 
kV series compensation station, and regeneration stations. 

The Study Area for this BA includes all proposed routes and variations and associated facilities, as 
described above, plus a one-mile buffer around them. 

2.4 Construction 
The following subsections describe the specific engineering details of the transmission system and how 
the Applicant proposes to install and operate the transmission line and facilities for the proposed Project. 

2.4.1 Transmission Line
The Applicant is evaluating several structure types and configurations, including a self-supporting lattice 
structure, a lattice guyed-V structure, and a lattice guyed-delta structure. It is currently estimated that 4 to 
5 structures would be needed per mile of transmission line and the structures would be placed 
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approximately 1,000 to 1,700 feet apart, with a maximum span of 1,700 feet. The type of structure in any 
given location of transmission line would depend on land type and land use. 

The structures would typically range in height from 100 to 170 feet, depending on the structure type and 
the terrain. In some instances, such as where the proposed Project crosses an existing transmission line, 
taller structures may be required. The structures would be placed approximately 1,200 to 1,700 feet apart, 
with a maximum span of 1,700 feet.  

On cultivated land or in areas of intensive land use, the Applicant anticipates using self-supporting lattice 
structures. In other areas where guy wires would not significantly interfere with land use, the proposed 
Project may be installed on one of the guyed structure types. The area of permanent impact for guyed 
structures is anticipated to be 33 square feet per structure with a temporary construction disturbance 
footprint of approximately 0.92 acres per structure. Structure types are illustrated in Figure 1.  

Figure 1 Structure Schematics

2.4.1.1 Vegetation Clearing
The Applicant would have to clear all woody vegetation and brush within the 200-foot-wide ROW to 
ensure that facilities can be safely and efficiently constructed, operated, and maintained. The Applicant 
has proposed to leave low-growing woody vegetation in wetlands within the outer one-third of the ROW. 
A reasonably level temporary access path is necessary so construction equipment can pass safely. At 
structure locations, a stable working surface free of tripping hazards is necessary for installing foundations 
and guy anchors and for assembling and erecting structures. 
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Vegetation would be cut at or slightly above the ground surface. Rootstock would be left in place to 
stabilize existing soils and to regenerate vegetation after construction. With the approval of the 
landowner or land manager, stumps of tall-growing species would be treated with an approved herbicide 
to discourage re-growth. 

To minimize the potential for tire and chassis damage to construction equipment, and to maintain a safe, 
level, temporary access path during construction, incidental stumps would be removed. 

Merchantable timber would be cut to standard log lengths and stacked along the ROW. To the extent 
practical, the Applicant would work with the landowner to determine a mutually agreeable means of 
disposing of the cleared material, such as chipping, burning, or stacking for landowner use or sale. 
Vegetation clearing debris (that is, unmerchantable trees, brush, and slash) may be cut and scattered, 
placed in windrow piles, chipped, or burned, depending on location. 

In order to avoid potential direct impacts to the northern long-eared bat, the Applicant will avoid tree 
clearing during the bat’s pup season of June and July. The Applicant intends to clear trees during the 
winter months, outside of the bat’s maternal roosting period from April 1 through September 30, to the 
extent practicable; but tree clearing will likely be necessary during other times of the year. However, prior 
to clearing trees during the maternal roosting period (but outside of the pup season), the Applicant has 
agreed to conduct acoustical surveys (see Section 6.3 of this BA). 

2.4.1.2 Construction Methodology
Construction materials would be hauled either directly to structure sites from the local highway or railroad 
network, or brought first to material staging areas and then to the structure sites. The transmission line 
components, including the structures, conductor, and hardware, are normally brought to the temporary 
staging areas on flatbed trucks. These materials are stored until needed and then loaded on flatbed 
trailers or special structure trailers for delivery to the structure site where they are unloaded for 
installation. 

Where reinforced concrete foundations are required, large rubber-tired or track-mounted auger 
equipment is used to excavate a circular hole of the appropriate diameter and depth. In upland areas, 
excavated material would be spread evenly around the structure base to promote site drainage. 
Reinforcing steel and anchor bolts are set in position. Ready-mixed concrete is then placed in the 
excavation.  

In wetland areas, a telescoping temporary steel caisson would be placed in the foundation hole to 
stabilize the soil walls. Water pumped from the excavation would be either 1) appropriately filtered prior 
to discharge at the site, 2) placed in tanker trucks or empty concrete trucks and hauled to a specially 
designated upland disposal area, or 3) brought back to the concrete batch plant for discharge. Concrete 
truck wash-water would be discharged only in specially designated upland disposal areas or at the 
concrete batch plant. 
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After the concrete is poured, the steel caisson is removed. In some situations, a permanent caisson may 
be required to stabilize the excavation. During drilling, a minimal amount of granular material (from an 
outside source) may be placed in the area between the caissons and the matting (if required at that 
location) to provide safe footing for construction personnel. 

The Applicant and its contractors would remove construction waste and scrap on a regular schedule or at 
the end of each construction phase to minimize short-term visual impacts. Regular, frequent cleaning of 
construction equipment and vehicles on the ROW would occur. Restoration of cleared ROWs, storage 
areas, and access roads would minimize the extent of disturbed areas and limit the potential for dust 
generation. 

2.4.1.3 Restoration/Re-vegetation
Following construction, the granular construction material would be leveled or removed to reinstate the 
original ground contours for re-vegetation of native species. Once the foundation concrete has been 
placed, excess excavated materials would be transported by truck to a suitable upland site for disposal. 
After allowing adequate curing time, the baseplate structures are bolted to the concrete foundations. 

In some cases driven-piling foundations may be required, as well as temporary and permanent guy 
anchors, large rubber-tired or track-mounted pile-driving equipment would be used to install the 
foundation. Additional fixtures or a concrete pile cap may also be attached to the piling foundation as 
necessary for structure setting. Piling foundations generally result in little or no generation of spoils or 
dewatering requirements. 

Once the structures have been completed and appropriate stringing equipment has been installed, wires 
can be strung. The wire-stringing process would begin in a set-up area prepared to accommodate the 
stringing equipment and materials, normally located near mid-span on the centerline of the ROW. 

Using stringing blocks, pulley ropes and other equipment, and with careful monitoring by the 
construction crew, the wires are finally strung and clipped into place. If set-up areas in wetlands have 
unstable surface conditions, timber matting may need to be used. The Presidential permit and Route 
Permit applications provide a more detailed description of the wire-stringing process. 

When the site is later restored, the granular material would be leveled or removed to reinstate the original 
ground contours for re-vegetation. Where rutting occurs, the Applicant would repair the surface before 
restoring ground vegetation. Soil compaction in cultivated areas would be treated and restored through 
tillage operations.  

All areas of ground disturbance not permanently altered would be prepared for restoration and reseeded 
with an appropriate seed mix recommended by the appropriate agency’s management or according to 
landowner requirements. The Applicant has indicated that they would continue to coordinate with 
MnDNR to minimize and avoid impacts on plant communities on state lands through adjustments to the 
anticipated ROW, permit conditions, and mitigation. Where forested areas are cleared, appropriate 
herbaceous native seed mixes from sources as close as possible to the impacted area would be used to 
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re-vegetate, as rapidly as possible, to prevent encroachment by non-native and noxious weed species. 
Where possible, reliance on natural re-vegetation would be encouraged (particularly in wetland areas).  

2.4.2 Substation
The proposed Project would terminate at the proposed Iron Range 500 kV Substation, located on the 
same site as the Applicant’s existing Blackberry 230/115 kV Substation, adjacent to and east of the 
existing substation (Map 1), and would be designed to accommodate the new 500 kV transmission line, 
500/230 kV transformation, existing 230 kV transmission lines, and all associated 500 kV and 230 kV 
equipment. Existing 230 kV and 115 kV transmission lines currently located on the property would also 
need to be rerouted. The proposed Iron Range 500 kV Substation and access roads would permanently 
impact approximately 23 acres. 

The new substation would be constructed in compliance with the applicable requirements of the National 
Electric Safety Code (NESC), Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA), and state and local 
regulations. Designs would be completed by professional engineers who are licensed in Minnesota and 
have relevant experience. Contractors would be committed to safe working practices. 

The final designs would consider local conditions and access considerations, and where warranted, would 
include safety provisions beyond the minimum requirements established in the various applicable safety 
codes. The designs would also strive to facilitate future maintenance.  

2.4.3 500 kV Series Compensation Station
The proposed Project would also require a 500 kV series compensation station to be located within or 
adjacent to the final approved route (Map 1). The series compensation station would include the 
necessary 500 kV series capacitor banks and all associated 500 kV equipment. The 500 kV series 
compensation station would permanently impact approximately 6 acres. 

The new series compensation station would be constructed in compliance with the applicable 
requirements of NESC, OSHA, and state and local regulations. Designs would be completed by 
professional engineers who are licensed in Minnesota and have relevant experience. Contractors would be 
committed to safe working practices. 

The final designs would consider local conditions and access considerations, and where warranted, would 
include safety provisions beyond the minimum requirements established in the various applicable safety 
codes. The designs would also strive to facilitate future maintenance.  

2.4.4 Regeneration Stations
The Applicant proposes to locate three regeneration stations within or adjacent to the final route 
approved by the MN PUC (Map 1). The sites would be 75 feet by 75 feet and located on uplands. 
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2.4.5 Permanent Access Roads
The Applicant proposes to establish a permanent “2-track” trail on uplands within the ROW as a result of 
construction traffic. This “2-track” trail would be unimproved and it is assumed that there would be no 
grading or filling for this permanent access. 

2.4.6 Temporary Access Roads, Laydown Areas, and Fly-in Sites
The Applicant has indicated the need for constructing temporary access roads outside of the ROW; the 
anticipated access road width is 16 feet. The Applicant proposes to establish a main staging area for 
temporary storage of materials and equipment. Such an area would include sufficient space to lay down 
material and pre-assemble some structural components or hardware. Other staging areas located along 
the ROW would be limited to a structure site for lay down and framing prior to structure installation. In 
general, the laydown yards would be approximately 20 to 40 acres and would be located along suitable 
roadways approximately 40 to 50 miles apart and would be within five miles of the final route approved 
by the MN PUC. The Applicant has indicated that upland areas with prior disturbance would be preferred 
for siting staging areas; however, there may be some areas where this is not feasible and other areas 
would be used. Staging areas would be in place for at least one year and would be used to store 
equipment and materials and include the construction offices. 

Similar to laydown yards, the Applicant proposes to establish fly-in yards that would be approximately 10 
acres in size, located as near to the ROW as possible, and approximately 5 to 7 miles apart. Upland areas 
with prior disturbance would be preferred; however, there may be some areas where this is not feasible 
and other areas would be used. These sites would be in place for less than 1 year (likely 6 months) and 
would be used to assemble structures for sky crane construction. The Applicant would identify final fly-in 
locations during final design. 

The Applicant proposes to establish temporary stringing sites within or adjacent to the final route 
approved by the MN PUC. The sites would be 200 feet by 600 feet with a two-mile spacing.  

To the extent practicable, staging areas would be located and arranged in a manner to preserve trees and 
vegetation and restored to preconstruction conditions. 

Temporary access roads outside of the ROW would be required. The Applicant would work with local 
property owners to identify suitable access locations. Temporary roads and other temporarily impacted 
areas would be restored as appropriate once construction is completed. 

2.5 Maintenance and Operation
The following subsections describe how the Applicant proposes to maintain and operate the transmission 
line and facilities for the proposed Project. 

2.5.1 Transmission Line
A transmission line must be inspected, maintained, and repaired over the entire life of the facility. The 500 
kV transmission lines are generally inspected annually by foot, all-terrain vehicle, truck, or snowmobile, or 
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by air. Inspections are limited to the ROW and to those areas where obstruction or terrain may require 
off-ROW access.  

Vegetation in the ROW that could interfere with operations must be removed. In most cases, the ROW 
would need to remain free of trees throughout construction and operation of the proposed Project; 
however, the Applicant has indicated that bushy shrubs and low-growing vegetation could be allowed to 
regenerate in portions of the ROW to reduce, though not eliminate, the visual impacts. Planting of visual 
screening would be considered on a case-by-case basis. 

Vegetation maintenance for 500 kV transmission lines is typically on a 2- to 5-year cycle. Vegetation may 
be cleared using a combination of mechanical and hand clearing, and herbicides may be applied where 
allowed and approved by the landowner. Prior to maintaining vegetation in a particular area, the 
Applicant would make an effort to notify affected landowners. 

2.5.2 Substation
Substation facilities must be regularly inspected, maintained, and repaired over the life of the facilities, 
and vegetation that might interfere with the safe and reliable operation of the facilities must be removed. 

In order to minimize potential safety impacts, the substation facilities would have appropriate signage, 
would be fenced, and access would be limited to authorized personnel. 

2.5.3 500 kV Series Compensation Station
The 500 kV series compensation station must be regularly inspected, maintained, and repaired over the 
life of it, and vegetation that might interfere with its safe and reliable operation would be removed. 

In order to minimize potential safety impacts, the 500 kV series compensation station would have 
appropriate signage, would be fenced, and access would be limited to authorized personnel. 

2.5.4 Regeneration Stations
The regeneration stations must be regularly inspected, maintained, and repaired over their lifespan, and 
vegetation that might interfere with their safe and reliable operation would be removed. 

In order to minimize potential safety impacts, the regeneration stations would have appropriate signage, 
would be fenced, and access would be limited to authorized personnel. 

2.5.5 Permanent Access Roads
Permanent access roads must be regularly inspected, maintained, and repaired over their lifespan, and 
vegetation that might interfere with their safe and reliable operation must be removed. 
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2.6 Construction and Schedule
The Applicant requires an in-service date of June 1, 2020. Currently, the Presidential permit and Route 
Permit approval process (including federal and state environmental review) would be completed by early 
2016. Depending on the timing of other permits, construction is estimated to begin in 2017. 

2.7 Impact Minimization and Conservation Measures
As part of the application development process, the Applicant detailed a number of industry-accepted 
best management practices (BMPs) that would be incorporated to avoid or minimize environmental 
impacts during construction and operation of the proposed Project. These BMPs are identified and 
summarized in the EIS, including but not limited to the following: vegetation management, including 
noxious weed and invasive species control, soil management, spill management, water resources 
management, and cultural resources management (DOE 2015). 

Specific measures intended to avoid impacts on threatened or endangered species and their occupied 
habitats are summarized below. 

2.7.1 Applicant–Proposed Avoidance and Minimization Measures
Section 2.13 of the EIS provides details of Applicant-proposed avoidance and minimization measures for 
the proposed Project (DOE 2015). Applicant-proposed measures that are applicable to federally-listed 
species are summarized here. The Applicant has indicated that they would retain an environmental 
inspector during project construction, responsible for understanding all of the conditions of the proposed 
Project’s environmental permits and ensuring that contractors abide by these conditions.  

The Applicant has indicated that construction crews would follow local, state, and federal regulations with 
regard to construction noise, dust, and timing. Construction crews would comply with local, state, and 
NESC standards regarding installation of facilities and standard construction practices. Established 
Applicant and industry safety procedures would be followed during and after construction of the 
proposed Project, including clear signage during all construction activities. 

The Applicant has proposed to avoid or minimize impacts on federally-listed species and their occupied 
habitats across the proposed Project. In addition, measures developed through consultation with agencies 
including the USFWS and MnDNR would be included, if applicable.  

The Applicant would develop an Avian Protection Plan, which would include an avian impact risk 
mitigation strategy. The Applicant would also incorporate industry best practices, which are consistent 
with Avian Powerline Interaction Committee’s 2012 guidelines. The Applicant would work with the USFWS 
and MnDNR to identify potential locations for line marking, such as areas of high avian use, nest sites, 
feeding areas, and migratory corridors.  

Surveys would be conducted prior to vegetation removal to avoid impacts on nesting birds and to avoid 
active nest sites of sensitive species. Appropriate construction windows would be incorporated into the 
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construction schedule to minimize impacts on species such as bald eagle and goshawk in areas where 
these species are found to be present. 

If the ROW is not cleared or mowed in the fall or winter before the breeding season, the Applicant would 
have a qualified biologist conduct surveys for active nesting birds prior to construction. If active nesting 
locations are identified during the surveys, the Applicant proposes to avoid nest sites during the breeding 
season and to identify construction restraints that would avoid disturbance to nesting birds.  

The Applicant would conduct surveys for sensitive plants during appropriate periods of the growing 
season to properly identify their presence and/or absence along the selected ROW. If sensitive plants or 
communities are identified during surveys, individual avoidance and minimization measures would be 
evaluated and submitted to the appropriate regulatory agencies prior to construction. 

The Applicant would conduct surveys for native prairie areas and other sensitive plant communities such 
as calcareous fens along the selected ROW. If sensitive resources are encountered, construction plans that 
minimize the impacts, such as shifting structure locations or implementing construction techniques that 
avoid or minimize impacts on these resources, would be developed and submitted to the appropriate 
regulatory agencies prior to construction. 

Avoidance measures may include shifting the location of structures or implementing construction 
techniques that avoid and/or minimize impacts on sensitive biological resources. 
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3.0 No Action Alternative
Under the No Action Alternative, environmental impacts associated with the proposed Project, including 
potential impacts on federally-listed species, would not occur. 
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4.0 Federally-Listed Species and Designated Critical 
Habitat

The USFWS technical assistance website was reviewed to determine if any federally-listed species or 
federally-designated critical habitats are known to be present in the counties located across the proposed 
Project area, including Roseau, Lake of the Woods, Koochiching, Beltrami, and Itasca counties (USFWS 
2015a). The USFWS lists six species as occurring across the counties in the proposed Project area, 
including the federally-endangered Poweshiek skipperling (Oarisma poweshiek) butterfly in Roseau 
County and the federally threatened gray wolf (Canis lupus), Canada lynx (Lynx canadensis), and  northern 
long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis) in all five counties; the federally threatened piping plover 
(Charadrius melodus) in Lake of the Woods County; and the federal candidate bird, Sprague’s pipit 
(Anthus spragueii) in Roseau County (USFWS 2015a; Table 4).  

The USFWS Information, Planning, and Conservation (IPaC) System was also queried to obtain a list of 
federally-listed species that could potentially be impacted by a transmission line project in Roseau, Lake 
of the Woods, Koochiching, Beltrami, and/or Itasca counties  (USFWS 2015b). The IPaC query identified 
the gray wolf, Canada lynx, and the northern long-eared bat across all counties in the proposed Project 
area, piping plover in Lake of the Woods County, and the federally-threatened western prairie fringed 
orchid (Platanthera praeclara) in Roseau County. 

Designated critical habitat associated with federally listed species consists of “the specific areas within the 
geographical area occupied by the species, at the time it is listed…on which are found within those 
physical or biological features (I) essential to the conservation of the species and (II) which may require 
special management considerations or protection” (50 CFR 1533[b][2]). Designated critical habitat for the 
gray wolf is present in the Action Area and Study Area (Map 5); however no other designated critical 
habitat for other federally-listed species is present in the Action Area or Study Area.  
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Table 4 Likelihood of Occurrence of Federally-Listed Species within Geographic Sections

Scientific 
Name 

Common 
Name 

ESA 
Status(1) 

Critical Habitat Possible Occurrence within Geographic Sections 
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 West Section 
(Roseau and 
Lake of the 

Woods 
Counties) 

Central Section 
(Lake of the 

Woods, 
Koochiching, 
Beltrami, and 

Itasca Counties) 

East Section 
(Koochiching 

and Itasca 
Counties) 

Oarisma 
poweshiek 

Poweshiek 
skipperling 

E No(2) No Yes No No 

Canis lupus Gray wolf T Yes Yes Yes(3) Yes(3) Yes(3) 

Charadrius 
melodus 

Piping plover T Yes No Yes(3) Yes(3) No 

Lynx 
canadensis 

Canada lynx T Yes No Yes(3) Yes(3) Yes(3) 

Myotis 
septentrionalis 

Northern long-
eared bat 

T No No Yes(3) Yes(3) Yes(3) 

Platanthera(3) 
praeclara 

Western 
prairie fringed 
orchid 

T No No Yes(4) No No 

Anthus 
spragueii 

Sprague’s pipit Can. No No Yes No No 

(1)”E” refers to federally-listed as endangered, “T” refers to federally-listed as threatened, “Can” refers to federal candidate species. 
(2) The USFWS proposed designated critical habitat for Poweshiek skipperling October 24, 2013 in portions of Minnesota, Iowa, Michigan, Wisconsin, 
and the Dakotas. 
(3) The western prairie fringed orchid is not listed for counties in the proposed Project area but is listed in Kittson County, which is west of Roseau 
County. This species was identified by IPaC as a species that should be considered in the effects analysis for Roseau County. 
(4) Species identified in IPaC query. 

 
4.1 Poweshiek Skipperling
The USFWS issued a ruling on October 24, 2014 listing the Poweshiek skipperling as endangered (79 
Federal Register 63671-63748). Current populations are believed to be at very low numbers and it is 
possible the species is no longer present in Minnesota, Iowa, and the Dakotas (USFWS 2014a).  

In 2014, the USFWS proposed 61 units of critical habitat for the Poweshiek skipperling, 18 of which occur 
in Minnesota (78 Federal Register 63625-63745). 

4.1.1 Behavior and Life History
The Poweshiek skipperling is a small, dark butterfly measuring about one inch. The wing margins have 
light orange coloring and the underside of the wings have distinct white veins (USFWS 2014a). 

Adult butterflies feed on a variety of prairie flowers and lay their eggs on leaf blades. Larvae overwinter on 
the plants, usually near the base and resume activity in the spring until they pupate and emerge as adult 
butterflies. The species has one flight period and adults live for one to two weeks in mid-June to mid-July. 
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4.1.2 Distribution and Habitat
Historically, the Poweshiek skipperling’s range covered several states including North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Michigan, Iowa, Illinois, and Indiana (USFWS 2014a) as well as Manitoba. 
Despite the large historic range, as of 2014, this species is known only to occur in Wisconsin, Michigan, 
and Manitoba and may very well be extirpated from Minnesota, the Dakotas, and Iowa. 

The Poweshiek skipperling occupies high-quality tallgrass prairie in upland and low, moist areas. Suitable 
habitat for the Poweshiek skipperling is present in the Study Area; however, this habitat is limited and is 
only present in the far western portion of the Study Area. 

4.1.3 Threats
The two primary threats to the Poweshiek skipperling are habitat loss and habitat fragmentation. 
Additionally, of the remaining habitat, the majority of it is not managed in ways that can support this 
species. 

4.1.4 Occurrence in the Proposed Project Area
According to the MnDNR Natural Heritage Information System (NHIS) database, the nearest documented 
record of a Poweshiek skipperling is in southwest Roseau County, approximately 20 miles southwest of 
the westernmost variation in the Roseau Lake WMA Variation Area in the West Section. 

No designated critical habitat has been finalized for this species; however, the nearest proposed 
designated critical habitat for the Poweshiek skipperling is located in Mahnomen County, Minnesota, 
which is over 60 miles from the Study Area. 

4.1.5 Determination of Effects
Since the Poweshiek skipperling has not been documented in the Study Area and proposed critical 
designated habitat is not present in the Study Area, DOE has concluded that the proposed Project would 
have no effect on this species. 

4.2 Gray Wolf
The gray wolf was federally listed as an endangered species in 1974 and was reclassified as threatened in 
1977 (42 Federal Register 29527-29532). In 2011, the wolf was delisted by the USFWS (76 Federal Register 
57943-57944). However, in 2014, a federal court reversed the USFWS decision to delist the gray wolf, 
restoring federal threatened status and designated critical habitat in Minnesota.  

In April 2003, gray wolf populations in the United States were separated into three DPSs to more 
effectively manage the species. The Minnesota population was a designated portion of the Eastern DPS. 

Critical habitat was designated for the gray wolf in 1978. Designated critical habitat was identified in Isle 
Royale National Park, Michigan, and Minnesota wolf management zones 1, 2, and 3. In northeastern and 
northcentral Minnesota, wolf management zones 1, 2, and 3 comprise approximately 9,800 square miles. 
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Much of the proposed Project area, including the Central Section and the northern part of the East 
Section, is located in wolf management zone 3 (Map 5). 

While no specific primary constituent elements have been formalized for the gray wolf, the USFWS has 
identified five main factors critical to the long-term survival of gray wolf (USFWS 1992), these include: 

Large tracts of wild land with low human densities and minimal accessibility by humans; 

Ecologically sound management; 

Availability of adequate wild prey; 

Adequate understanding of wolf ecology and management, and 

Maintenance of populations that are either free of, or resistant to, parasites and diseases new to 
wolves or are large enough to successfully contend with their adverse effects. 

4.2.1 Behavior and Life History
Gray wolves are the largest wild members of the canid family (Canidae) with adults ranging from 40 to 
175 pounds, depending on sex and subspecies (Mech 1974). Wolves are carnivorous predators that prefer 
a diet of medium and large mammals. The primary prey species in Minnesota include white-tailed deer 
(Odocoileus virginianus) and moose (Alces alces), with smaller mammals, such as beaver (Castor 
canadensis) and snowshoe hare (Lepus americanus) as important secondary prey sources;  small mammals 
and birds are also occasionally consumed (MnDNR 2015a).  

Gray wolves are social animals, typically living in packs of 2 to 30 wolves, with packs in Minnesota ranging 
in size from four to eight wolves (Fuller 1989). Packs are primarily family groups consisting of a breeding 
pair, their pups from the current year, offspring from the previous year, and occasionally an unrelated 
wolf.  

Gray wolves breed between February and March in Minnesota and normally only the top-ranking (alpha) 
male and female in each pack breeds (MnDNR 2015a). Litters are born from early April to May and range 
from four to seven pups (MnDNR 2015a).  

4.2.2 Distribution and Habitat
Gray wolves are habitat generalists that depend on distribution of their prey, rather than the type, age, or 
structure of vegetation present. Gray wolves occupy a diversity of habitats, including forests, prairies, and 
swamps, reflecting their adaptability as a species (USFWS 2012). Wolf territory size is highly variable; in 
Minnesota, territory sizes range between 25 and 150 square miles (MnDNR 2015a).  

Surveys of the Minnesota wolf population in Minnesota have been carried out since 1979. These surveys 
estimated that in Minnesota there were 1,235 wolves in 1979; 1,500 to 1,750 in 1989; 2,440 in 1998; 3,020 
in 2004; 2,920 in 2008; 2,200 in 2012; and 2,420 in 2014 (Berg and Kuehn 1982, Fuller et al. 1992, Erb 2008, 
Erb and Samson 2013, 2014). From 1998 to present, the Minnesota wolf population is well above the 
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MnDNR minimum population threshold of 1,600 individuals to ensure long-term survival (MnDNR 2001). 
At present there are very few suitable areas in Minnesota that remain unoccupied by gray wolves (MnDNR 
2015a). 

4.2.3 Threats
The primary long-term threat to gray wolves in Minnesota is habitat reduction and destruction (MnDNR 
2015a). 

4.2.4 Occurrence in the Proposed Project Area
Gray wolves are known to be present throughout the vicinity of the proposed Project area, as indicated in 
the gray wolf occupied township data on Map 5 (Erb 2008, Erb and Samson 2013, 2014). 

Much of the proposed Project area, including the Central Section and the northern part of the East 
Section, is located in designated critical habitat for gray wolf, specifically wolf management zone 3 (Map 
5). 

4.2.5 Determination of Effects
See Section 6.1, Section 8.1, and Section 8.2 of this BA for information on determination of effects. 

4.3 Piping Plover
On December 11, 1985, the USFWS issued a final ruling listing the Great Plains and Atlantic populations of 
piping plover as threatened and the Great Lakes population of piping plover as endangered (50 Federal 
Register 50726-50734). The piping plovers nesting in Lake of the Woods, north of the Study Area, are part 
of the Great Plains Population.  

Piping plover nesting surveys, which were conducted in 2006, reported 2,959 adult individuals in the Great 
Plains population (Elliot-Smith et al. 2009); however, only four adults were observed in Minnesota during 
the 2006 surveys (MnDNR 2015b). Nearly all of the Great Plains population breeds in North Dakota, 
Montana, and Southern Canada. Piping plover nesting surveys conducted in 2007 reported 63 breeding 
pairs in the Great Lakes population, which includes pairs nesting along and near the shores of Lake 
Superior in St. Louis County (USFWS 2014b). The Atlantic Coast population of piping plover is located well 
outside of the region in which the proposed Project is located.  

The USFWS issued a final ruling designating critical habitat for the Great Plains piping plover on 
September 11, 2002. The critical habitat includes Rocky Point Wildlife Management Area, Morris Point, 
and Pine and Curry Island Scientific and Natural Area (SNA) (Map 5; 67 Federal Register 57638-57717). 

4.3.1 Behavior and Life History
The piping plover is a small, stocky shorebird averaging 6 to 7 inches in length and weighing 2 ounces 
(National Geographic Society 1983). Adult males are distinguished by a dark band between eyes and a 
distinct single breast band. The color of the species is described as dry sand with light underparts and 
yellow or orange legs (Peterson 2008). 
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Piping plovers begin their breeding season in mid to late-April when males arrive at the breeding grounds 
and establish territories. These territories are defended, and when females arrive at the breeding grounds 
several weeks later, males engage in elaborate courtship rituals including aerial displays, whistling songs, 
and drumming of the feet (Hull 1981). Plovers exhibit site fidelity, returning to the same nesting location 
in consecutive years (Wilcox 1959). Nests are simple scrape depressions in sand and are often lined with 
pebbles, shells, or other debris thought to improve the camouflage (Wilcox 1959). The majority of 
breeding adults migrate south by mid to late summer, with juveniles remaining as late as mid-August 
(Cuthbert and Weins 1982). 

4.3.2 Distribution and Habitat
The Northern Great Plains population range includes southern Alberta, southern Saskatchewan, and 
southern Manitoba, south to eastern Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, southeastern Colorado, Iowa, 
Nebraska, and east to Lake of the Woods in north-central Minnesota. Most of the United States’ pairs are 
in the Dakotas, Nebraska, and Montana (67 Federal Register 57638-57717). In Minnesota, the Northern 
Great Plains population is limited to one population in Lake of the Woods (Elliot-Smith, Haig, and Powers 
2009). 

Piping plovers primarily occupy open, sandy, sparsely vegetated areas (Peterson 2008). The physical 
primary constituent elements of critical habitat in Lake of the Woods include “sparsely vegetated and 
windswept sandy to gravelly islands, beaches, and peninsulas, and their interface with the water body” (67 
Federal Register 57638-57717). No suitable piping plover habitat is present in the Study Area. 

4.3.3 Threats
The primary threats to the piping plover are nesting habitat loss and degradation and human nest 
disturbance and animal predation (USFWS 1991). 

4.3.4 Occurrence in the Proposed Project Area
According to the NHIS database, there is a breeding population of piping plover in Lake of the Woods, 
which is approximately 11 miles north of the northernmost variation in the Cedar Bend WMA Variation 
Area in the West Section.  

Designated critical habitat for piping plover is present in Lake of the Woods, in three locations, including 
Rocky Point Wildlife Management Area and two locations in the Pine and Curry Island Scientific and 
Natural Area. All three areas of designated critical habitat for piping plover are located approximately 11 
miles north/northeast of the Study Area. 

4.3.5 Determination of Effects
Since the piping plover has not been documented in the Study Area and critical designated habitat is not 
present in the Study Area, DOE has concluded that the proposed Project would have no effect on this 
species. 
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4.4 Canada Lynx
The Canada lynx was listed as a federally threatened species in several states in the Northeast, Great Lakes 
Region (including Minnesota), and Southern Rockies in 2000 (65 Federal Register 16052-16086).  

In 2006, the USFWS designated 317 square miles as critical habitat in Voyageurs National Park (71 Federal 
Register 66008-66061). In 2009, the USFWS re-designated lynx critical habitat to include portions of Cook, 
Koochiching, Lake, and St. Louis counties (74 Federal Register 8616-8702). A total of 8,065 square miles 

were designated as critical habitat in 2009 (74 Federal Register 8616-8702). Critical habitat designated for 
Canada lynx is not present in the proposed Project area; the nearest designated critical lynx habitat to the 
proposed Project area is identified on Map 5. 

4.4.1 Behavior and Life History
The Canada lynx is a solitary forest-dwelling feline, 30 to 35 inches long and 14 to 31 pounds, similar in 
size and appearance to bobcats (Lynx rufus) (USFWS 2013). Snowshoe hare (Lepus americanus) represents 
the primary prey for Canada lynx. Canada lynx have long hind legs and large paws, which makes them 
highly adapted to hunting in deep snow typical of its range (USFWS 2013).  

Canada lynx typically mate in March and April, and kittens are born from late April to mid-June. Litter 
sizes, ranging from one to six, and kitten survival correlate with snowshoe hare abundance. Litters of four 
or five and high kitten survival are common when hare numbers are high; when they are low, little or no 
reproduction may occur and few or no kittens survive to be recruited into the population. 

4.4.2 Distribution and Habitat
The historical and present range of the Canada lynx, north of the contiguous U.S., includes Alaska and the 
portion of Canada extending from the Yukon and Northwest Territories south to the U.S. border and east 
to New Brunswick and Nova Scotia. In the contiguous U.S., Canada lynx historically occurred in 
Washington, Oregon, Montana, Wyoming, Idaho, Utah, and Colorado, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Michigan, 
New York, Vermont, New Hampshire, and Maine (USFWS 2013). The U.S. Forest Service (USFS) divides 
Canada lynx populations in the 48 contiguous states into the western Great Lakes population, eastern U.S. 
population, and the western U.S. population. Historically, Minnesota had the highest numbers of Canada 
lynx in the western Great Lakes population. In Minnesota, the majority of Canada lynx reports are from the 
northeastern portion of the state (MnDNR 2006). However, given the low densities of Canada lynx in 
Minnesota, it may be impossible to obtain an accurate population estimate (Moen 2009). 

Based on a limited number of studies in northeastern Minnesota, the average home range for Canada lynx 
varies between 11 and 201 square miles for males, and 2 and 37 square miles for females (Burdett 2007). 
Male home ranges expand during the breeding season, perhaps due to males searching for females, while 
female home ranges contract (Moen et al. 2008).  

Canada lynx inhabit boreal and mixed coniferous and deciduous forests, where snowshoe hare, their 
preferred prey, are present (USFWS 2013). Within these general forest types, Canada lynx are most likely 
to persist in areas that receive deep snow, for which the lynx is highly adapted. In the Great Lakes states, 
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Canada lynx records predominantly occur in boreal, coniferous, and mixed coniferous/deciduous 
vegetation types dominated by pine, balsam fir, black and white spruce, northern white cedar, tamarack, 
aspen, paper birch, conifer bogs and shrub swamps (USFWS 2000). Canada lynx denning habitat appears 
to be associated more with the availability of structural components of forests, such as blowdown, 
deadfalls and root wads, rather than forest cover type (USFWS 2000). 

4.4.3 Threats
The Canada Lynx Conservation Assessment and Strategy (USFWS 2000) identifies the primary threats to 
Canada lynx productivity, mortality, and movement as follows: 

Factors affecting productivity: 

Timber management practices, such as management for sawtimber production; 

Loss of habitat due to conversion to agriculture; 

Decline in fire disturbance, which has altered the spatial distribution of early successional 
habitats and the composition and structure of the mature forests. 

Factors affecting mortality: 

Trapping; 

Increase in gray wolf population; 

Incidental or illegal shooting; 

Mortality due to vehicle collisions. 

Factors affecting movement: 

Conversion to agriculture or forest types less suitable for lynx. 

4.4.4 Occurrence in the Proposed Project Area
Although the majority of Canada lynx sighting in Minnesota have been found in St. Louis, Cook, and Lake 
counties (76 percent), Canada lynx sightings have also been documented in north-central Minnesota, 
including Roseau, Lake of the Woods, Koochiching, Itasca, and Beltrami counties, where the proposed 
Project is located (MnDNR 2006). 

There is no designated critical habitat for Canada lynx in the proposed Project area. The nearest 
designated critical habitat for Canada lynx is approximately 11 miles east of the Study Area (Map 5). 

4.4.5 Determination of Effects
See Section 6.2 and Section 8.1 of this BA for information on determination of effects. 
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4.5 Northern Long-Eared Bat
The northern long-eared bat was proposed for listing as a federally endangered species in 2013 (78 
Federal Register 61046-61080). On April 2, 2015, the USFWS listed the northern long-eared bat as 
federally threatened under the ESA. Along with the listing, the USFWS announced an interim Section 4(d) 
rule, which exempts certain activities with no federal nexus from the ESA take prohibitions, provided 
certain conditions protective of northern long-eared bat hibernacula and roost trees are met (80 Federal 
Register 17974-18033). 

4.5.1 Behavior and Life History
The northern long-eared bat is a medium-sized bat with a body length of 3 to 3.7 inches and a wingspan 
of 9 to 10 inches. The northern long-eared bat is distinguished from other bat species by its long ears 
(USFWS 2015c). Northern long-eared bats have delayed fertilization, with mating occurring prior to 
hibernation in the late summer or early fall and females storing sperm during hibernation until the 
following spring. Female bats then migrate to summer maternity sites and give birth to a single pup 
between late May and late July (USFWS 2015c). Young northern long-eared bats start flying 18 to 21 days 
after birth (USFWS 2015c). 

Similar to other bat species, northern long-eared bats feed at dusk, primarily by flying through the 
understory of forested areas feeding on moths, flies, leafhoppers, caddisflies, and beetles. 

4.5.2 Distribution and Habitat
The northern long-eared bat’s range includes much of the eastern and north central United States, and all 
Canadian provinces from the Atlantic Ocean west to the southern Yukon Territory and eastern British 
Columbia. 

Northern long-eared bats hibernate in caves and mines (hibernacula) during winter months (USFWS 
2015c). In summer, northern long-eared bats roost singly (males and non-reproductive females) or in 
small groups (reproductive females) in live and dead trees with exfoliating bark, crevices, or hollows 
(USFWS 2015c). Northern long-eared bats appear to be flexible in selecting a roost, having been found in 
a variety of tree species with differing heights and diameters. 

Linear corridors (i.e., edge habitat and forested riparian corridors) are important for northern long-eared 
bats as they use corridors to travel and forage (Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources 2013). Bats 
will migrate in the spring from hibernacula to summer roosts and return again in the fall, or fly from their 
roosts to feeding grounds following the linear corridors to maintain protection from wind and predation. 
In addition to the protection that linear corridors provide, this behavior may also allow bats more feeding 
opportunities because food is generally more abundant around these habitats.  

The USFWS has not identified designated critical habitat for the northern long-eared bat at this time. 
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4.5.3 Threats
The primary threat to the northern long-eared bat is white-nose syndrome, caused by the fungus 
Pseudogymnoascus destructans, which infects skin of the muzzle, ears, and wings of bats during 
hibernation (USFWS 2015c; U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) 2015). Symptoms of white-nose syndrome were 
first documented in 2006 in New York and since then the disease has spread from the Northeast to the 
Midwest and Southeast. Based on hibernacula counts, numbers of northern long-eared bats have declined 
by up to 99 percent in the Northeast (USFWS 2015c). 

Additional potential threats on northern long-eared bat populations include impacts to hibernacula, loss 
or degradation of summer habitat, and development and operation of wind farms (USFWS 2015c). 

4.5.4 Occurrence in the Proposed Project Area
According to the NHIS database, the nearest documented record of a northern long-eared bat is in St. 
Louis County in the Soudan Underground Mine State Park, which is approximately 45 miles east of the 
Study Area. The Soudan Underground Mine State Park represents the largest hibernating colony of 
northern long-eared bats in Minnesota and contains at least 2,000 individuals (Nordquist et al. 2006). The 
April 2, 2015 USFWS announcement of the listing decision and interim 4(d) rule states that there are 
eleven documented hibernacula in Minnesota. One is the Sudan Mine, and the other is Mystery Cave in 
Fillmore County (80 Federal Register 17974-18033). The USFWS and the MnDNR have not published the 
locations of the other nine hibernacula in Minnesota. 

The USFWS has deferred designation of critical habitat for the northern long-eared bat at this time. The 
northern long-eared bat is a habitat generalist, and identification of Primary Constituent Elements (PCEs) 
required for designation of critical habitat will require further research and effort by the USFWS.  

Several recent studies have been conducted in Minnesota to further determine the abundance and 
distribution of the species in the state. These studies were summarized in the April 2, 2015 USFWS Federal 
Register announcement of the northern long-eared bat listing as follows:  

In 2014, passive acoustic surveys conducted at a proposed new mining area in central St. Louis County 
detected the presence of northern long-eared bats at each of thirteen sites sampled, accounting for 
approximately 14 percent of all recorded bat calls. In addition, mist-net surveys conducted in 2014 at 
seven sites on Camp Ripley Training Center in Morrison County resulted in the capture of 24 northern 
long-eared bats, which was 55 percent of the total captures. In an additional field study, acoustic and 
mist-net data were collected in 2014 by a pipeline project proponent along a 300-mile corridor through 
the northern third of the state. Positive detections were recorded for Hubbard, Cass, Crow Wing, Aitkin 
and Carlton counties, and northern long-eared bats were the most common mist-netted species. Finally, 
mist-net surveys conducted in 2013 on the Kawishiwi District of the Superior National Forest resulted in 
the capture of 13 northern long-eared bats, or 38 percent of the total captures, over nine nights at eight 
sites (80 Federal Register 17974-18033).  



 

32 
 

4.5.5 Determination of Effects
See Section 6.3 and Section 8.1 of this BA for information on determination of effects. 

4.6 Western Prairie Fringed Orchid
The USFWS issued a final ruling on September 28, 1989 listing the western prairie fringed orchid 
(Platanthera praeclara) as threatened (54 Federal Register 39858). 

No critical habitat has been designated for the western prairie fringed orchid. 

4.6.1 Behavior and Life History
The western prairie fringed orchid emerges between early May and mid-June in the northwestern part of 
Minnesota. Western prairie fringed orchid senesces in late September or earlier if soil moisture is low. This 
species flowers between early to mid-July. Flower stalks are up to 47 inches tall and each stalk has up to 
40 white flowers that are approximately one inch long (USFWS 2004). This orchid produces a bud in late 
summer on its fleshy rhizome, which will remain dormant until the following spring when it will develop 
into the aerial stem. If the bud is damaged or fails to develop, no stem will be produced that spring. 
Rhizomes may survive and produce another bud in late summer, depending on nutrient reserves. 

Western prairie fringe orchid pollinators in the northern part of the species’ range include the bedstraw 
hawk moth (Hyles gallii), the wild cherry sphinx (Sphinx drupiferarum) the Achemon sphinx (Eumorpha 
achemon), and the non-native spurge hawk moth (Hyles euphorbiae). Not all flowers are pollinated every 
year, with 8 percent and 30 percent of flowers pollinated in Minnesota. 

4.6.2 Distribution and Habitat
The western prairie fringed orchid occurs in the following ten counties in western and southern 
Minnesota: Clay, Dodge, Freeborn, Houston, Kandiyohi, Kittson, Mower, Norman, Pennington, Polk, and 
Rock (MnDNR 2015c). However, this species has not been documented in Houston, Freeborn, or 
Kandiyohi counties for several years and has possibly been extirpated from those areas (MnDNR 2015c). 
In Minnesota, the current distribution of western prairie fringed orchid closely corresponds with the 
distribution of specific habitat types based on geological and hydrological formations known as land type 
associations (LTA), namely, the Barnesville Beach Complex LTA in Clay, Norman, and Polk Counties; the 
Beach Ridges LTA in Pennington, Polk, and Red Lake Counties; the Gentilly Lake Plain LTA in Polk and Red 
Lake Counties; the Bronson Lake Plain LTA  in Kittson County; the Trosky Till Plain LTA in Lincoln, Nobles, 
Pipestone, and Rock Counties; and the Blue Mounds LTA  in Pipestone and Rock Counties (USFWS 2007).  

The western prairie fringed orchid inhabits mesic to wet unplowed tallgrass prairies and meadows but 
have been found in old fields and roadside ditches (MnDNR 2015c, USFWS 2004). 

4.6.3 Threats
The primary threat to this species is habitat loss, especially through conversion to cropland. Habitat 
degradation in the form of intensive haying, fire suppression, overgrazing, filling of wetlands, and 
associated increased competition from invasive plants also pose a significant threat to this species. Other 
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threats include human plant collection and environmental pollutants that impact the plant and its 
pollinating insects (USFWS 2004). 

4.6.4 Occurrence in the Proposed Project Area
According to the MnDNR NHIS database, the nearest documented record of a western prairie fringed 
orchid is in Kittson County, approximately 27 miles west of the southwestern most variation in the Roseau 
Lake WMA Variation Area in the West Section. 

4.6.5 Determination of Effects
Since the western prairie fringed orchid has not been documented in the Study Area and proposed critical 
designated habitat is not present in the Study Area, DOE has concluded that the proposed Project would 
have no effect on this species. 

4.7 Sprague’s Pipit
The USFWS announced a 12-month finding on a petition to list the Sprague’s pipit as threatened or 
endangered on September 15, 2010. Although the USFWS determined listing was warranted, the agency 
elected to add the species to the list of candidate species until listing actions are taken on other, higher 
priority species (75 Federal Register 56028-56050). As a federal candidate species, Sprague’s pipit is 
afforded no legal protection under the ESA. 

As a candidate species, there is currently no critical habitat designated for this species.  

4.7.1 Behavior and Life History
The Sprague’s pipit is a pale, slender, secretive bird with a heavily-streaked back, white outer tail feathers, 
a thin bill, pinkish legs, and a buffy face and underparts (Peterson 2008). Sprague’s pipit begins migrating 
north to breeding habitat in April, initiating breeding season in late April or early May. Male Sprague’s 
pipits engage in towering, conspicuous display flights during the breeding season, often remaining in the 
air for hours at a time (Robbins 1998). Nests consist of a circle or cup of interwoven grasses in a slight 
depression (Baicich and Harrison 2005). Eggs have been found as early as June, and as late as August and 
September. It is widely believed that this species commonly double-broods in parts of its range. In 
September, Sprague's pipits gather in large flocks with horned larks and longspurs and begin southward 
migration (Bent 1950).  

4.7.2 Distribution and Habitat
The breeding range of Sprague’s pipit includes nearly all of North Dakota, northeastern Montana, 
northern South Dakota, and northwestern Minnesota. Breeding populations in Canada exist extensively in 
southeastern Alberta, southern Saskatchewan, and southwest Manitoba. An extrapolation of Breeding Bird 
Survey data indicates a range-wide estimated Sprague’s pipit population of 870,000 (Rich, et al. 2004). 
Both the Breeding Bird Survey and the Christmas Bird Count indicate a long-term, sustained population 
decline.  
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Sprague’s pipits prefer large patches of native grassland of intermediate height and sparse to 
intermediate vegetation density (Sutter 1996). Most research indicates Sprague’s pipit is an area 
dependent species that requires tracts of suitable grasslands at least 145 hectares in size for nesting 
(Davis 2004).  

4.7.3 Threats
Primary threats to the Sprague’s pipit include habitat conversion and fragmentation (75 Federal Register 
56025-56050). 

4.7.4 Occurrence in the Proposed Project Area
According to the MnDNR NHIS database, the Sprague’s pipit has been documented in the Study Area, in 
Roseau County. This record occurs within one mile of the proposed routes and/or variations in the Border 
Crossing and Roseau Lake WMA variation areas in the West Section. 

As a candidate species, there is currently no critical habitat designated for this species.  

4.7.5 Determination of Effects
See Section 6.4 and Section 8.1 of this BA for information on determination of effects.  
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5.0 Environmental Baseline Conditions
As discussed above in Section 2.1, the proposed Project was divided into three geographical sections for 
the EIS, including the West Section, Central Section, and East Section (Map 1). The boundaries of the three 
geographic sections were largely based on general ecological characteristics and population densities. In 
addition, the points at which the Proposed Route and variations were closely aligned to create common 
starting and ending points for comparison purposes was used to further define the geographic sections 
and the variation areas within those sections.  

5.1 West Section
The West Section is located in Roseau and Lake of the Woods counties and consists of larger cities, rural 
residences, and privately-owned agricultural areas. In general, the West Section consists of agricultural 
land in the far western portion and transitions to forested peatlands/wetlands in the remainder of the 
section. Based on the USGS National Landscape Conservation System Gap Analysis Program (GAP), the 
dominant land cover types in the West Section include herbaceous agricultural vegetation, upland forests, 
and lowland swamps (Map 2). Upland forests are primarily dominated by aspen and birch, with lowland 
forests dominated by black spruce, tamarack, and/or northern white cedar.  

According to the MnDNR and USFS ecological classification system, the West Section is primarily located 
in the Agassiz Lowlands subsection, which is located in the Northern Minnesota and Ontario Peatlands 
section of the Laurentian Mixed Forest Province (Map 6; MnDNR 2015d). This subsection is comprised of 
vast peatlands dominated by black spruce or tamarack and upland sand ridges dominated by aspen and 
birch or jack pine. The subsection is generally very flat and poorly drained. Past attempts at ditching and 
farming the peatlands have been largely unsuccessful and most of the subsection is uninhabited (MnDNR 
2015d). 

The western portion of the West Section is located in the Aspen Parklands subsection, which is located in 
the Lake Agassiz, Aspen Parklands section of the Tallgrass Aspen Parklands Province (Map 6; MnDNR 
2015d). This subsection is considered a transitional landscape between prairies to the west and forests to 
the east and contains a mosaic of vegetation types including prairie, brushland, woodland, and forest. 
Peatlands are a common component in the subsection where the water table is near the ground surface 
(MnDNR 2015d). 

Several state forests, including the Lost River State Forest, Beltrami Island State Forest, and Lake of the 
Woods State Forest, are located within or adjacent to variation areas in the West Section (Map 2). In 
addition, several sensitive ecological resources, such as SNAs, MnDNR-designated High Conservation 
Value Forest, Wildlife Management Areas (WMAs), Minnesota Biological Survey (MBS) Sites of Biodiversity 
Significance, and rare native plant communities are located within or adjacent to variation areas in the 
West Section.  
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5.2 Central Section
The Central Section is located in southern Lake of the Woods County, northern Beltrami County, and 
Koochiching County and is characterized by low population densities, with large tracts of federal, state, 
and county owned lands present throughout the section. The economies of the Central Section include 
forestry and recreation, with little agriculture or manufacturing. In general, the Central Section is largely 
comprised of vast, flat, poorly drained peatlands and upland forested ridges. Based on USGS GAP data, 
the dominant land cover types in the Central Section include upland forests and lowland swamps (Map 3). 
Upland forests are primarily dominated by aspen and birch or white spruce, balsam fir, and hardwoods, 
with lowland forests dominated by black spruce, tamarack, and/or northern white cedar. 

According to the MnDNR and USFS ecological classification system, the Central Section is primarily 
located in the Agassiz Lowlands and Littlefork-Vermillion Uplands subsections, which are located in the 
Northern Minnesota and Ontario Peatlands section of the Laurentian Mixed Forest Province (Map 6). A 
small part of the southern portion of this section is located in the Chippewa Plains subsection, which is 
located in the Northern Minnesota Drift and Lake Plains section of the Laurentian Mixed Forest Province 
(Map 6). 

As indicated above for the West Section, the Agassiz Lowlands subsection is comprised of vast peatlands 
dominated by black spruce or tamarack and upland sand ridges dominated by aspen and birch or jack 
pine. The subsection is generally very flat and poorly drained.  

The Littlefork-Vermillion Uplands subsection is a transition zone between the vast peatlands to the west 
and the shallow bedrock controlled, clayey soils to the east. Vegetation types include forests dominated 
by aspen-birch trending toward white pine, white spruce, and balsam fir. Forests in the eastern portion of 
the subsection are dominated by white pine, red pine, and jack pine. Poor and rich fens, black spruce 
bogs, and cedar-black ash swamps are typical in lowlands (MnDNR 2015d). 

The Chippewa Plains subsection is comprised of level to gently-rolling till plain and lake plain settings, 
which form a mosaic of vegetation communities. Outwash plain settings tend toward sandy soils and 
support dry forest communities dominated by upland conifers. Vegetation communities in this subsection 
include upland conifer forest, shrub and woodland uplands, and non-forested wetlands (MnDNR 2015d). 

Several state forests are located within or adjacent to variation areas in the Central Section, including the 
Beltrami Island State Forest, Lake of the Woods State Forest, Pine Island State Forest, Red Lake State 
Forest, Big Fork State Forest, Smokey Bear State Forest, George Washington State Forest, and Koochiching 
State Forest (Map 3). The Chippewa National Forest is located in the southern part of the Central Section 
(Map 3). In addition, several sensitive ecological resources, such as WMAs, SNAs, Ecologically Important 
Lowland Conifer Forests, and MBS Sites of Biodiversity Significance are located within or adjacent to 
variation areas in the Central Section. 

5.3 East Section
The East Section is located in Itasca and Koochiching counties and has the highest population densities 
across the proposed Project. Large population centers such as Grand Rapids and the Iron Range cities 
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contain much of the population in this section. The economies of the communities in the East Section are 
centered on mining, tourism, and manufacturing, with relatively little agriculture. In general, the East 
Section transitions to steeper sloped forested landscapes with bogs, swamps, and lakes common. This 
area intersects the Mesabi Range, which is a narrow bedrock ridge trending from southwest to northeast 
and rising 200 to 400 feet above the surrounding land. Based on USGS GAP data, the dominant land cover 
types in the East Section include upland forests and lowland swamps (Map 4). Upland forests are primarily 
dominated by aspen and birch or white spruce, balsam fir, and hardwoods, with lowland forests 
dominated by black spruce, tamarack, and/or northern white cedar. 

According to the MnDNR and USFS ecological classification system, the East Section is primarily located in 
three subsections of the Laurentian Mixed Forest Province (MnDNR 2015d). The Littlefork-Vermillion 
Uplands subsection, which is in the Northern Minnesota and Ontario Peatlands section, is located across 
the northern portion of the East Section (Map 6). The St. Louis Moraines subsection, which is in the 
Northern Minnesota Drift and Lake Plains section, covers the majority of the East Section (Map 6). The 
Nashwauk Uplands subsection, which is in Northern Superior Uplands section, covers the eastern portion 
of the East Section (Map 6).  

As discussed above for the Central Section, the Littlefork-Vermillion Uplands subsection is a transition 
zone between the vast peatlands to the west and the shallow bedrock controlled, clayey soils to the east. 
Vegetation types include forests dominated by aspen-birch trending toward white pine, white spruce, and 
balsam fir. Forests in the eastern portion of the subsection are dominated by white pine, red pine, and 
jack pine. Poor and rich fens, black spruce bogs, and cedar-black ash swamps are typical in lowlands 
(MnDNR 2015d). 

The St. Louis Moraines subsection is dominated by steep slopes on end moraine settings. White and red 
pine forests historically dominated the northern portions of the subsection, whereas northern hardwood 
and aspen forest dominated moraines to the south. Mixed deciduous and coniferous forests were 
common on moraines. Quaking aspen is currently the most dominant tree species in the subsection 
(MnDNR 2015d). 

The Nashwauk Uplands subsection is dominated by Giant’s Ridge, a narrow 200- to 400-foot-high 
bedrock feature extending northeast to southwest through the subsection. Glacial outwash plains, rolling 
till plains, and moraines of the Rainy Lobe glacier are the predominant landforms. Quaking aspen is 
currently the most dominant tree species in the subsection (MnDNR 2015d). 

Several state forests are present in the East Section, including the Koochiching State Forest in the northern 
portion of the East Section, the George Washington State Forest in the central portion of the East Section, 
and a small part of the Bowstring State Forest in the western portion of the East Section (Map 4). The 
Chippewa National Forest is also located in the western part of the East Section; however none of the 
proposed routes or variations would come within a mile of it (Map 4). In addition, sensitive ecological 
resources, such as WMAs, Important Bird Areas, and MBS Sites of Biodiversity Significance are located 
within or adjacent to variation areas in the East Section.  
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6.0 Potential Effects on Federally-Listed Species
As discussed in Section 1 of this BA, the DOE has the responsibility under the ESA to determine whether 
or not the proposed Project would adversely affect federally-listed endangered or threatened species 
and/or their designated critical habitat. 

Potential impacts on federally-listed species and designated critical habitat that could occur during 
construction and operation of the proposed Project are discussed in the subsections below. The Applicant 
has proposed measures to reduce potentially adverse impacts during construction and operations; these 
are described in Section 2.7.1 of this BA. DOE’s determinations of effects are discussed throughout Section 
6 of this BA and are summarized in Section 8. Section 7 of this BA presents a cumulative effects analysis of 
the proposed Project combined with other reasonably foreseeable actions on federally-listed species. 

General Construction Impacts 

During construction of the proposed Project, activities that generate noise and dust in the Action Area 
may cause disturbance to federally-listed species. Federally-listed species within or adjacent to the Action 
Area may be temporarily displaced and forced to utilize other habitats during construction. The proposed 
Project would require expansion of existing cleared corridors or the creation of new corridors in areas that 
are currently forest and shrubland. Clearing of woody vegetation could have adverse impacts on federally-
listed species through loss, conversion, or fragmentation of habitat. 

Conversion of vegetation structure alters species use by changing plant community composition and 
structure. When forested plant communities are converted to open communities, there are corresponding 
changes in wildlife communities. Federally-listed species that rely on well-developed forest canopies for 
nesting, foraging, or shelter may be permanently displaced from the portion of the landscape where this 
alteration occurs. 

Habitat fragmentation reduces the size of contiguous blocks of vegetation, such as forest; this reduces the 
total area of contiguous habitat available to federally-listed species. Opportunistic and adaptable animals 
often succeed in highly fragmented habitats. Non-native invasive or pioneering plant species may 
encroach where disturbance provides a competitive advantage and an avenue of introduction, such as 
where habitat fragments occur. The alteration of plant community composition and structure can 
adversely affect those species that rely on the presence of certain plant species or vegetative cover. 
Fragmentation effects would be greatest where large contiguous blocks are broken up into smaller 
patches that reduce interior forest habitat necessary for some species. The effects of fragmentation would 
generally be greatest where new corridor is created, rather than where the transmission line parallels an 
existing corridor. 

Operations and Maintenance Impacts 

During operation and maintenance of the proposed Project, cleared areas would be permanently 
maintained to support low-stature vegetation in order to insure safe operation of the transmission line. 
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Routine clearing of vegetation in the Action Area may cause temporary displacement of federally-listed 
species foraging, breeding, or nesting in the Action Area or its vicinity. 

Summary of Effects 

Based on the analysis and the discussion of cumulative effects presented in Section 6 of this BA, DOE has 
concluded that any effects on the gray wolf, Canada lynx, and Sprague’s pipit would be insignificant or 
discountable, and that the proposed Project may affect but is not likely to adversely affect, these species. 
DOE has concluded that any effects on northern long-eared bat would be negative, and that the 
proposed Project may adversely affect this species. DOE has concluded that any effects on gray wolf 
designated critical habitat would be negative, and that the proposed Project may affect and likely 
adversely affect gray wolf designated critical habitat. Table 5 provides a summary of potential impacts on 
federally-listed species potentially resulting from the proposed Project. 

Table 5 Determination of Effect for Federally- Listed Species and Designated Critical 
Habitat Potentially Affected by the Proposed Project

Scientific Name Common Name ESA Status(1) Determination of Effect 

Canis lupus Gray wolf T May affect, but not likely to adversely affect 

Lynx canadensis Canada lynx T May affect, but not likely to adversely affect 

Myotis septentrionalis Northern long-eared bat T May affect, likely to adversely affect 

Anthus spragueii Sprague’s pipit Can. May affect, but not likely to adversely affect 

Designated Critical Habitat Determination of Effect 

Canis lupus (gray wolf) May affect, likely to adversely affect 

(1) ”E” refers to federally-listed as endangered, “T” refers to federally-listed as threatened, “Can” refers to federal candidate species. 

 
 

6.1 Gray Wolf
As previously mentioned, gray wolves have been documented within the vicinity of the Study Area and 
designated critical habitat for gray wolf is present throughout the Central Section and in the northern 
portion of the East Section of the proposed Project. 

6.1.1 Construction Impacts
No direct impacts on gray wolf individuals or populations are anticipated from construction of the 
proposed Project. Potential temporary indirect impacts associated with construction of the proposed 
Project could include displacement resulting from construction activities that generate disturbances such 
as noise and dust. It is likely that gray wolves and their prey would temporarily abandon habitats adjacent 
to where construction activity is occurring. Construction activity occurring adjacent to wolf dens during 
the breeding season could lead to reproductive failure or abandonment of offspring.  

Potential long-term indirect impacts on gray wolves could result from loss, conversion, and fragmentation 
of habitat. The proposed Project would require permanent removal of forest within the 200-foot ROW 
(Action Area). At a maximum, approximately 2,100 acres of critical habitat designated for gray wolf would 
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be directly impacted during construction of the proposed Project; this represents approximately 0.04 
percent of the critical habitat designated for gray wolf in the state of Minnesota. The removal of forest in 
the Action Area would reduce the amount of habitat available for wolves and their prey; however, given 
the abundance of forested habitat within and adjacent to the Study Area, the loss of forested habitat 
would not be significant.  

Removal of forested land in the Action Area would result in habitat fragmentation, which could reduce the 
quality of gray wolf habitat, particularly in designated critical habitat in the Central Section and the 
northern portion of the East Section. The effects of fragmentation on gray wolves would generally be 
greatest where new corridors are created, rather than where the transmission line would parallel an 
existing corridor, where the forest has already been fragmented. However, the creation of corridors could 
create open habitat patches which may be favorable to deer and other gray wolf prey sources. 

6.1.2 Operations and Maintenance Impacts
No direct impacts on wolf individuals or populations are anticipated from operation and maintenance of 
the proposed Project. Potential indirect impacts associated with operation and maintenance of the 
proposed Project could include temporary displacement of wolves and their prey until maintenance 
activities are completed. Human access would be limited to construction and maintenance activities. 

6.2 Canada Lynx
According to the MnDNR Lynx Sightings Database (MnDNR 2006), Canada lynx have been documented 
within the counties where the proposed Project is located. As mentioned above, no designated critical 
habitat for Canada lynx is present in the Study Area (Map 5).  

6.2.1 Construction Impacts
No direct impacts on Canada lynx individuals or populations are anticipated from construction of the 
proposed Project. Potential temporary indirect impacts associated with construction of the proposed 
Project could include displacement resulting from construction activities that generate disturbances such 
as noise and dust. It is likely that lynx and their prey would temporarily avoid habitats adjacent to 
construction areas. Construction activity occurring adjacent to Canada lynx dens during the breeding 
season could lead to reproductive failure or abandonment of offspring. 

Potential long-term indirect impacts on Canada lynx could result from loss, conversion, and fragmentation 
of habitat. The proposed Project would require permanent removal of forest within the 200-foot ROW 
(Action Area). The removal of forest in the Action Area would reduce the amount of habitat available for 
Canada lynx and their primary prey, snowshoe hare; however, given the abundance of forested habitat 
within and adjacent to the Study Area, the loss of forested habitat would not be significant.  

Removal of forested land in the Action Area would result in habitat fragmentation, which could reduce the 
quality of Canada lynx habitat and its primary prey, snowshoe hare. The effects of fragmentation on 
Canada lynx would likely be greatest where new corridors are created, rather than where the transmission 
line would parallel an existing corridor, where the forest has already been fragmented. In addition, 
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creation of new corridors may lead to an influx of coyotes, wolves, and other wildlife that would not 
typically inhabit these areas, which could lead to an increase in competition with Canada lynx for a limited 
supply of winter prey.  

6.2.2 Operations and Maintenance Impacts
No direct impacts on Canada lynx individuals or populations are anticipated from operation and 
maintenance of the proposed Project. Potential indirect impacts associated with operation and 
maintenance of the proposed Project could include temporary displacement of Canada lynx and 
snowshoe hare until maintenance activities are completed. Human access would be limited to 
construction and maintenance activities. 

6.3 Northern Long-Eared Bat
As mentioned above, according to the NHIS database, the nearest documented record of a northern long-
eared bat is in St. Louis County in the Soudan Underground Mine State Park, which is approximately 45 
miles east of the Study Area.  

6.3.1 Construction Impacts
In order to avoid potential direct impacts to roosting northern long-eared bats and their pups, the 
Applicant has made a commitment to avoid tree clearing during the pup season in June and July. The 
Applicant intends to clear trees in the winter months, outside of the bat’s maternal roosting period from 
April 1 through September 30, to the extent practicable, but will likely need to conduct tree clearing 
during other times of the year.  

The Applicant has committed to conducting acoustical surveys to determine the utilization of potential 
northern long-eared bat habitat for clearing trees during the maternal roosting period, but outside of the 
pup season. The Applicant would conduct surveys for three nights for every one kilometer of suitable 
forested habitat. If no northern long-eared bats are detected during the surveys, forest clearing would be 
permitted in this area; if northern long-eared bats are detected, then a three mile buffer would be placed 
around the survey area and cutting would be prohibited outside of the winter months in this area.  

6.3.2 Operations and Maintenance Impacts
There would be no direct impacts to northern long-eared bats anticipated from the operations or 
maintenance of the proposed Project. This is because tree clearing that may potentially affect northern 
long-eared bat would have occurred during construction, and would not expand during operations and 
maintenance. Woody vegetation encroaching upon the ROW between maintenance events would not be 
expected to reach the minimal tree diameter criteria (less than or equal to 3 inches diameter at breast 
height) for suitable northern long-eared bat summer roost habitat.  
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6.4 Sprague’s Pipit
As mentioned above, the MnDNR database indicates that there is one documented sighting of a 
Sprague’s pipit in the western part of the Study Area. Suitable habitat for Sprague’s pipit is generally not 
present in the Central and East Sections. There is no designated critical habitat for Sprague’s pipit.  

6.4.1 Construction Impacts
No direct impacts on Sprague’s pipit individuals or populations are anticipated from construction of the 
proposed Project. Potential temporary indirect impacts associated with construction of the proposed 
Project could include displacement resulting from construction activities that generate disturbances such 
as noise and dust. The impacts of noise and dust on wildlife are largely unknown. It is likely that Sprague’s 
pipits would temporarily avoid habitats adjacent to construction areas. Construction activities occurring 
during the nesting season (April through August), could disturb Sprague’s pipit nest sites within or 
adjacent to the Action Area. If an active Sprague’s pipit nest is found during construction, the appropriate 
agencies would be contacted before any actions are taken to determine appropriate avoidance or 
minimization measures.  

Potential permanent impacts on Sprague’s pipit habitat could occur in areas where transmission line 
structures are placed in prairie or grassland habitat. Because Sprague’s pipits inhabit prairie and grassland 
habitats, generally devoid of woody vegetation, removal of forested and shrubland in the Action Area is 
not likely to adversely affect this species. In contrast, creation of corridors could benefit Sprague’s pipit by 
increasing available habitat, especially in the Central and East Sections, where prairie and grassland 
vegetation is not abundant.  

6.4.2 Operations and Maintenance Impacts
No direct impacts on Sprague’s pipit individuals or populations are anticipated from operation and 
maintenance of the proposed Project. Potential indirect impacts associated with operation and 
maintenance of the proposed Project could include temporary displacement of Sprague’s pipit until 
maintenance activities are completed. Human access would be limited to construction and maintenance 
activities. Because Sprague’s pipit is a ground-nesting bird, maintenance activities, such as ROW clearing, 
should be avoided during the nesting season in areas where suitable Sprague’s pipit habitat is present 
within the ROW. 

  



 

44 
 

7.0 Cumulative Effects
Reasonably foreseeable future activities that might occur in the proposed Project area and an assessment 
of cumulative effects from such when combined with the proposed Project are described in Section 7 of 
the EIS (DOE 2015). State, local, and private activities (i.e., non-federal activities) that are reasonably 
certain to occur within the Action Area are provided below. The types of reasonably foreseeable future 
projects include roadways, railroad lines, industrial facilities, and energy projects such as power plants, 
transmission lines, and pipelines. 

The Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT) Statewide Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP) identifies various transportation projects in the vicinity of the proposed Project for the period of 
2015-2018 (MnDOT 2014). Review of the planned projects for MnDOT District 1 and District 2 identified 
that planned transportation projects generally consist of routine maintenance activities such as roadway 
re-surfacing, asphalt surface treatment, bridge repair, bituminous overlay, mill and overlay, concrete 
paving, railroad crossings, signage, and pedestrian/bike trail improvements. Based on the STIP, there are 
no major roadway projects presently planned or reasonably foreseeable within the vicinity of the 
proposed Project.  

The Minnesota DOC project database was reviewed to identify any power plant, transmission line, 
pipeline, or wind projects currently open or permitted in the vicinity of the proposed Project. One power 
plant and the associated transmission line and natural gas pipeline (Excelsior Energy’s Mesaba Project) 
and one 230 kV transmission line (Minnesota Power’s Nashwauk Project) have been issued route permits 
by the MN PUC but have not yet been constructed. Sections of the approved routes for both of these 
projects are within the Applicant’s proposed routes, and are reasonably foreseeable projects that could 
occur in the vicinity of the proposed Project, as described below:  

On March 12, 2010, the MN PUC issued a large electric power generating plant site permit to 
Excelsior Energy to construct the Mesaba Project in Itasca County. The Mesaba Project was 
originally proposed as a 1,200 megawatt (net) coal-feedstock integrated gasification combined 
cycle power plant. In addition to the site permit, the MN PUC also issued a pipeline permit and a 
route permit for a 345 kV transmission line to connect the proposed power plant into the 
Blackberry Substation. Construction has not started on the power plant, the natural gas pipeline, 
or the transmission line. 

On May 31, 2012, the MN PUC received a letter from Excelsior Energy stating that it intends at this 
time to develop only the combined-cycle power block portion of the project, eliminating the 
syngas production portions (i.e., gasification island, air separation unit, coal/pet-coke feedstock 
handling and storage, syngas treating unit, sulfur recovery and tail gas recycle units, etc.) of the 
project and operating the facility as a natural gas-fueled combined-cycle. Excelsior Energy also 
indicated that it plans to construct the coal gasification island if and when it becomes feasible to 
do so from economic and regulatory standpoints. Minnesota Statute 216B.1694, Subdivision 3, 
states that the site and route permits and water appropriation approvals for an innovative energy 
project must also be deemed valid for a power plant meeting the requirements of paragraph (a) 
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and shall remain valid until the earlier of (i) four years from the date the final required state or 
federal preconstruction permit is issued or (ii) June 30, 2019. 

The permitted route for Excelsior Energy’s approximately 10-mile long 345 kV transmission line 
would be located within the Proposed Blue Route and Proposed Orange Route for about 1.2 miles 
in the Balsam Variation Area and would be within the entire length (approximately 5.5 miles) of 
the Proposed Blue Route in the Blackberry Variation Area.  

Under an agreement with the Nashwauk Public Utilities Commission, Minnesota Power 
constructed three of four 230 kV transmission lines and two 230 kV substations to supply electric 
power to an Essar Steel Minnesota project. A fourth transmission line has been permitted by the 
MN PUC but has not yet been constructed. This potential fourth transmission line would  begin  
at  the  existing  Minnesota  Power  230  kV Blackberry Substation (Township 55 North, Range 23 
West, Section 19) and continue northeast and parallel two existing Minnesota Power 115 kV 
transmission lines (the 63 Line and the 62 Line), terminating at the Essar Steel Minnesota project.  

According to the MN PUC route permit, if this fourth transmission line for the Essar Steel 
Minnesota project is built, the existing 62 line, located west of the 63 Line, would be dismantled. 
The potential fourth 230 kV transmission line would then be constructed within the former 62 Line 
ROW and would, therefore, not result in the creation of a new ROW. 

For this potential fourth 230 kV transmission line, the permitted route would be located within the 
Proposed Orange Route for approximately two miles, from the Blackberry Substation northeast to 
near the north end of Little Sand Lake. 

There are also areas where iron ore is mined and extracted from previously developed stockpiles, basins, 
underground workings, or open pits (“scram” mining) near the west side of the Canisteo Pit, located 
approximately four to six miles west of the proposed routes and variations. The Balsam Variation, which is 
in the Balsam Variation Area, would cross a 115 kV transmission line recently constructed to serve one of 
these scram mining facilities. All other proposed routes and variations are located more than four miles 
east of existing or proposed scram mining facilities in the area.  

Finally, the USFS, MnDNR, and counties work together to manage forest resources in the vicinity of the 
proposed Project, including negotiating private logging contracts on public land. Generally, forestry 
operations occur on both private and public land and involve harvesting of forests for merchantable 
timber sales on state land enrolled in MnDNR Forestry Timber Sales Program. Forestry operations on 
these public lands also include land management activities aimed at improving or maintaining attributes 
such as water quality, tree species and structural diversity, as well as wildlife habitat enhancement. In 
addition, Beltrami County and Itasca County, and the other project counties have developed forest 
management plans that provide the general framework for sustainable forestry, including logging 
activities. 
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7.1 Summary of Cumulative Effects
With the exception of scheduled MnDOT road maintenance activities and USFS and MnDNR forest 
management activities, the reasonably foreseeable future actions would all occur in the southern part of 
the East Section. In this location there is no designated critical habitat for gray wolf or any other federally-
listed species. The Proposed Action when combined with other reasonably foreseeable actions would not 
contribute to cumulative adverse effects on federally-listed species as long as multiple projects are not 
constructed concurrently. If reasonably foreseeable projects are constructed independent of one another, 
cumulative adverse effects on gray wolf, Canada lynx, and northern long-eared bat are not expected to be 
significant because impacts for each project would be localized and forest habitat is abundant in the 
vicinity. 

The proposed Project, when considered with any other project that may involve tree removal, could 
contribute to cumulative impacts to the gray wolf and Canada lynx, which rely on forested habitat. In 
addition, while white-nose syndrome is the primary threat to the northern long-eared bat, tree removal 
contributes to loss of habitat for the species. If trees are cleared simultaneously for multiple projects 
within close proximity to one another, cumulative impacts to these species could be significant. 
Avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures for federally listed species would be coordinated with 
the USFWS.  

The proposed Project when combined with other reasonably foreseeable actions would not contribute to 
cumulative adverse effects on Sprague’s pipit. Prairie and grassland communities, the desirable Sprague’s 
pipit habitat, are generally only present in the West Section and no reasonably foreseeable future actions 
are planned in this area.  
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8.0 Conclusions
8.1 Effects Determination for Federally-Listed Species
Based on the description of the proposed Project in Section 2 of this BA and further described in the 
associated EIS (DOE 2015), the status of species and environmental baseline described in Sections 4 and 5 
of this BA, and the analysis of potential impacts in Section 6 of this BA, the DOE concludes the following: 

The proposed Project would have no effect on Poweshiek skipperling, piping plover, or the 
western prairie fringed orchid. 

The proposed Project may affect but is unlikely to adversely affect, the gray wolf. Clearing of 
forested land in the Action Area would result in a slight reduction of suitable gray wolf habitat. 
The habitat that would be lost is not uncommon in the surrounding areas or within northern 
Minnesota.  

The proposed Project may affect but is unlikely to adversely affect, the Canada lynx. Clearing of 
forested land in the Action Area would slightly reduce the amount of suitable habitat available for 
Canada lynx. The habitat that would be lost is not uncommon in the surrounding areas or within 
northern Minnesota, nor is it designated critical Canada lynx habitat.  

The proposed Project may affect, and is likely to adversely affect, the northern long-eared bat. 
The Applicant intends to clear trees in the winter months, to the extent practicable, and has made 
a commitment to avoid tree clearing during the pup season of June and July. As described in 
Section 6.3 of this BA, the Applicant has agreed to conduct acoustical surveys prior to clearing 
trees outside of the winter months. 

The proposed Project may affect but is unlikely to adversely affect, Sprague’s pipit. There is 
minimal habitat present for this species within the Study Area and only one record has been 
documented in the Study Area. Available habitat may increase as a result of creation of open 
corridors with non-woody vegetation. If an active Sprague’s pipit nest is found during 
construction or maintenance, the appropriate agencies would be contacted before any actions are 
taken to determine appropriate avoidance or minimization measures.  

8.2 Effects Determination for Critical habitat
The proposed Project would travel through critical habitat designated for gray wolf. There is no 
designated or proposed critical habitat for Canada lynx, northern long-eared bat, or Sprague’s pipit in the 
Study Area. 

The proposed Project may affect and is likely to adversely affect critical habitat designated for gray wolf. 
Clearing forested land in the Action Area would reduce the amount of critical habitat in the region and 
statewide. The proposed Project would not adversely affect any of the critical factors identified by the 
USFWS for the long-term survival of gray wolf, as outlined above in Section 4.2 of this BA.  
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10.0 Acronyms
AC  alternating current 

BA  Biological Assessment 

BMP best management practice 

CFR Code of Federal Regulations 

DOC Minnesota Department of Commerce 

DOE Department of Energy 

DPS Distinct Population Segment 

EIS Environmental Impact Statement 

ESA Endangered Species Act  

IPAC  Information, Planning, and Conservation 

kV  Kilovolt 

MBS Minnesota Biological Survey  

MnDNR Minnesota Department of Natural Resources 

MnDOT Minnesota Department of Transportation 

MN PUC    Minnesota Public Utilities Commission  

NESC National Electric Safety Code  

NHIS  Natural Heritage Information System  

OSHA Occupational Safety and Health Administration  

ROW right of way 

SNA Scientific and Natural Area  

STIP Statewide Transportation Improvement Program 

USFS United States Forest Service 

USFWS United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
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USGS United States Geological Survey  

WMA Wildlife Management Area 

 


