
From: Sean Gallagher
To: comments@CardinalHickoryCreekEIS.us
Subject: Comments on EIS
Date: Tuesday, November 29, 2016 6:06:50 PM

I am writing about the Environmental Impact Statement that the Rural Utilities Service will be
preparing with respect to the transmission line referred to by its developers as the Cardinal-
Hickory Creek line. There are a number of issues that I hope will be addressed with this EIS.

First, the environmental impact of the proposed transmission line is potentially broad. It
should be assessed in its full context, including the effect on soils, farm land & land use,
vegetation, wildlife, special status species, surface / groundwater, wetlands & floodplains,
cultural, historic & paleontology resources, air quality & noise, socioeconomic &
environmental justice issues, transportation, visual resources, and health & safety.

Second, the transmission line could be routed to pass through areas that have a broad range of
uses that could be impacted. The EIS should therefore consider the full economic impact of
the line on ratepayers, tourism and recreation, farm and other business operations and property
values.

Finally, this is not a false choice between building this transmission line and doing nothing at
all. The EIS should analyze whether a combination of non-transmission alternatives – new
local wind and solar generation, energy efficiency, storage, demand response – would meet
actual electrical demand at a lower cost both economically and environmentally.

Sean W. Gallagher
Bartlit Beck Herman Palenchar & Scott LLP

This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been sent to you in error,
please reply to advise the sender of the error and then immediately delete this message.
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From: Jon Garner
To: Cardinal Hickory Creek Transmission
Subject: Cardinal Hickory Creek Transmission Line
Date: Wednesday, December 21, 2016 11:19:11 AM

I'm writing to express my concerns regarding the need for the proposed ATC power line that
cuts through heart of the Driftless Area where I live.  I'm a resident of the Town of Arena,
Wisconsin.  This area is unique in its beauty, its biological diversity, its wetlands and and so
much more.  The proposed line would be a massive, unnecessary project that could cause
irreparable damage to one of the most beautiful areas in Wisconsin.  It would impact tourism,
hunting, recreation, farming, property values and much more. We, the energy consumers,
would be stuck with the bill for the next 40 years.  

I do not believe we need this line to insure an adequate energy supply.  Electricity use
throughout the Upper Midwest is flat or declining, so why build another transmission line?
 Where is the evidence that energy usage is increasing to such a degree that we must mar this
community with the sights and sounds of a massive gouge being ripped through it? This line is
not needed.  The knowledge and ability to improve energy efficiency without marring our
land, our natural beauty and our senses is readily available.  

And, if it can be proven that energy demand is rising and more energy will be used near us,
why is the transmission line the best solution, not just for the Power Companies, but for our
community?  

As they prepare an Environmental Impact Statement, I urge the Rural Utilities Service to
consider alternatives that are less damaging to the environment and to residents of the affected
areas.

Respectfully, 

Jon N. Garner
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From: Nancy Knight Garner
To: comments@CardinalHickoryCreekEIS.us
Subject: Cardinal Hickory Creek EIS
Date: Wednesday, December 21, 2016 11:05:56 AM

Attn: SWCA Environmental Consultants

I'm writing to express my concerns regarding the need for the proposed ATC power line that
cuts through heart of the Driftless Area where I live.  We are residents of the Town of Arena,
Wisconsin.  This area is unique in its beauty, its biological diversity, its wetlands and and so
much more.  The proposed line would be a massive, unnecessary project that could cause
irreparable damage to one of the most beautiful areas in Wisconsin.  It would impact tourism,
hunting, recreation, farming, property values and much more. We, the energy consumers,
would be stuck with the bill for the next 40 years.  

I do not believe we need this line to insure an adequate energy supply.  Electricity use
throughout the Upper Midwest is flat or declining, so why build another transmission line?
 Where is the evidence that energy usage is increasing to such a degree that we must mar this
community with the sights and sounds of a massive gouge being ripped through it? This line is
not needed.  The knowledge and ability to improve energy efficiency without marring our
land, our natural beauty and our senses is readily available.  

And, if it can be proven that energy demand is rising and more energy will be used near us,
why is the transmission line the best solution, not just for the Power Companies, but for our
community?  

As they prepare an Environmental Impact Statement, I urge the Rural Utilities Service to
consider alternatives that are less damaging to the environment and to residents of the affected
areas.

Sincerely,

Nancy Garner
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From: Sharon Gaskill
To: comments@CardinalHickoryCreekEIS.us
Subject: Comments for ATC transmission line siting
Date: Wednesday, January 04, 2017 4:49:03 PM

January 4, 2017

Dear People:

I wish to comment on the effects of the proposed path for the ATC transmission line called Cardinal-Hickory Creek.
Please enter my comments in the official record.

My husband and I live at the edge of the revised potential path that goes through Vermont Township on its way to
the hub near the headwaters of Black Earth Creek. We have lived here for 33 years. The dominance of nature in our
daily lives and the maintenance of healthy habitats for other species is fundamentally important to us. Just last
Sunday we participated, as we traditionally do, in the Christmas Bird Count, Mt. Horeb area section. This brings to
mind the anxiety and uncertainty we feel about this proposed transmission line. For many years we have been fed by
our Community Supported Agriculture farm Vermont Valley. This business feeds 1000 families all over the county
and employs dozens. The transmission line is a detriment to them and to us.

There are 4 aspects to the proposal that bother me:

I do not feel the case has been made for the need for this line, nor do I feel any real alternatives were pursued. All
the focus is on which path it will follow, not on a cost-benefit equation about other answers. This project will be
guaranteed to make lots of money for the companies’ shareholders, but we, the public, and especially those of us
who live here, will be unwillingly saddled with the cost fort decades. Energy usage and distribution and production
is changing so fast, I am not convinced it is in any way good public policy to commit ourselves to this project. We
have not, in my opinion, been given the honest costs of this. The costs seem to be a moving target. I feel that this is
being shoved down our throats, whether it is needed or not. Our state has turned its back on energy efficiency and
conservation. We are falling behind other states economically. I want us to be more savvy about energy than we are.
What are the costs of the other potential options?

My second concern involves what I consider to be a disingenuous discussion of who will use this power. I follow
energy usage and planning in the upper midwest, and I see that Illinois supports Cardinal-Hickory Creek because the
power will essentially be a pass-through to Illinois. We will pay, and the utilities and their shareholders will make
money as the power is sold to other states. This is of no benefit to Wisconsin. The Milwaukee Journal Sentinel
coverage has been up-front about this, pointing to the corporate argument about “potential outages” to be avoided
and the ability for Wisconsin utilities to sell power to Illinois. Audaciously, officials have been quoted as saying
they look forward to similar support from the PSC.

My third point of concern is disturbance of a rich habitat, creating a huge swath through “virgin” territory. On my
land, we have fields that welcome bobolinks, meadowlarks, Henslow’s sparrows, etc., all in decline. Our area has a
threatened bat population and much-appreciated bobcat numbers. We have prairies and we have large areas of
forests. We have waters of great value for fishing and habitat for countless species. And we appreciate it all. And it
brings money into our community, as people come to take part in silent sports. We feel that this path of large
transmission poles will degrade the view shed for all and most especially damage life for all the flora and fauna we
all moved here to be close to. Much effort and expense has been committed to protect Black Earth and Vermont
Creeks and to provide restorative stewardship at Festge County Park. It is my understanding that Wisconsin state
law requires that new paths be considered only as a last resort. Are we being jerked around and manipulated for a
regulatory game? Is all this expense a waste, if, indeed, the chosen path would be down Hwy 18/151? The anxiety
level is high, and the mental health of the community and its individuals is damaged. There is an economic cost to
this. How are you accounting for that?

My 4th area of concern is the damage to property values. This issue has dragged on for a long time, and it will be
years before it is all resolved. This hurts the value of land in our area. No one wants to purchase land or commit
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themselves to a life here if there will be a big swath cut through or a view shed destroyed. Limbo is destructive. Bad
feelings have occurred and linger, especially if this is all a sham exercise.

I urge a re-examination and an honest disclosure of what true alternatives are available and what the actual costs to
communities, human and otherwise, will be.

Thank you for considering and responding to my concerns,

Mrs. Sharon Clark Gaskill
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David Reinhart <comments@cardinalhickorycreekeis.us>

CardinalHickory Creek Public Scoping Comment 
2 messages

Fri, Jan 6, 2017 at 12:04 PM
ReplyTo: 
To: comments@cardinalhickorycreekeis.us

National Environmental Policy Act comments regarding the CardianlHickory Creek Transmssion Line Project. 

First Name: Warren 
Last Name: Gaskill
Email: 
Comments: I am a business owner working and living in one of the townships that would be impacted by the proposed $500 million+ Cardinal Hickory Creek
Transmission line. 

My business focuses on energy use improvement in medium to large buildings. I am well aware of the many changes and improvements that are coming forward
in the field of energy use, energy creation, and energy transmission.

With this background, I am deeply concerned about the lack of alternatives being considered so far in the proposal for the Cardinal hickory Creek line.
Specifically, I have neither heard nor yet seen any discussion of conservation or deployment of more renewable source of energy distributed much more locally. 

This economic cost benefit certainly needs to be detailed in any Environmental Impact Statement being prepared.

The two routes being studied would seriously affect this region and its varied, rich natural environment. The northern route alternative would be a "green field" line
rather than following existing roads. A very detailed EIS needs to be reported that details the cost benefit on the natural environment.

I look forward to reviewing the results of your study. 

Warren Gaskill 
Managing Partner, Rapid Improvement Associates, LLC 

Comments <comments@cardinalhickorycreekeis.us> Thu, Jan 19, 2017 at 2:50 PM
To: Adrian Hogel <AHogel@swca.com>

[Quoted text hidden]













From: Linda Gerke
To: comments@CardinalHickoryCreekEIS.us
Cc:
Subject: environmental project in WISCONSIN"S Driftless area
Date: Tuesday, December 20, 2016 3:09:13 PM
Importance: High

SWCA Environmental Consultants
Cardinal-Hickory Creek EIS
200 Bursca Drive Suite 207
Bridgeville    PA  15017
 
I ASK that you would not put that new line through the Driftless area of
Wisconsin to Iowa.  You will divide farms; a working cheese factory that grazes
their own cattle in that area.  This would be a great loss of scenery, loss of a
business, danger to his cattle with all the electricity, everything that is wrong
with this power draw.
 
There has to be an end to this overtake of farm land.  I don’t believe there is a $
savings by putting up these towers.  Someone is making a lot of money at the
land owners’ expense all along the route.  The windmills out that direction are
already a big eyesore and half the time they are not running.  I drive that area
regularly – I grew up on a dairy farm and know that some things are not good
for milk cattle – and this would be one of those things.
 
Just stating my opinion for whatever good it might do.  Our Wisconsin
landscape is being overcome with unnecessary turbines and soon there won’t
be any place where they are not being built.  Please stop it! 
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
Linda E. Gerke

 

DO NOT SELL, RENT OR SHARE MY NAME, EMAIL OR PHONE # WITH
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ANY OTHER ENTITY…
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From:
To: comments@CardinalHickoryCreekEIS.us
Subject: CHC scoping comments
Date: Tuesday, December 20, 2016 2:21:45 PM
Attachments: Comments RUS EIS.docx

Greg Poremba,

I just emailed you my comments, but to insure that you get them I attach them (a Word document) to this email.

Boyd Gibbons


Boyd Gibbons

5799 Lakeview Road

Spring Green, Wisconsin 53588

608-935-5105

bgibbons@wildblue.net













December 19, 2016







Greg Poremba

SWCA Environmental Consultants

200 Bursca Dr.

Suite 207

Bridgeville, PA 15017

			Attn: Cardinal-Hickory Creek EIS



Dear Greg:



I enjoyed talking with you at the scoping session a few weeks ago at Deer Valley Lodge, and was heartened by your long experience with, and admiration for, the National Environmental Policy Act.   



I know you appreciate that to make NEPA effective, however, the EIS on the Cardinal-Hickory Creek Project must be rigorously objective and analytically solid, standards that proponent federal agencies, in their momentum to “get on with business,” may be inclined to sidestep.



Before presenting my arguments against CHC, I want again to pass on some personal history regarding NEPA and the requirement for environmental impact statements



1.  Some Relevant History.

Until passage of the National Environmental Policy Act on January 1, 1970, environmental analysis rarely, if ever, had served to inform and undergird major federal decisions.  For nearly two centuries, Federal agencies had made their decisions mainly based on agency predilections and political support.  



However, in 1969 the threat of a disturbing project in Florida set in motion a new way of making federal decisions.  Serving then as Deputy Under Secretary of the U. S. Department of the Interior, I received a note from John Ehrlichman, Counsel to the President for Domestic Policy, asking if I knew anything about a massive jetport proposed for the Big Cypress Swamp just north of Everglades National Park in south Florida.  I hadn’t.  



That led me to Manny Morris, a hydrologist with the National Park Service, who put me in an air-boat in south Florida for a three-day crash course on how the jetport would impact the sheet-water hydraulics and ecosystem of the Everglades.  When I returned to D.C., my boss, Under Secretary Russell Train, called in Dr. Luna Leopold, senior scientist of the U.S. Geological Survey, and directed him to head a team of experts in Florida to assess the environmental consequences of building the jetport in the Big Cypress Swamp.  



Acknowledging the FAA’s need to solve air traffic congestion at Miami International, the Leopold Report nonetheless made clear that the new jetport would lead to peripheral development and its attendant drainage on such a scale as to effectively dry up and destroy the Everglades National Park.  The lucid Leopold Report eventually led to President Nixon directing the Secretary of Transportation to cancel the jetport.  



But the Leopold Report had an even greater effect than cancelling a bad project.  It helped persuade the Congress, with strong support from the Nixon Administration, to insert in the proposed National Environmental Policy Act, then in committee, a clause requiring that before taking major actions with significant impact on the environment, Federal agencies fully assess in writing those consequences.  Including a frank assessment of alternatives, even if it means cancelling the project.  



NEPA also established the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ), in the Executive Office of the President, to serve as policy adviser to the President.  President Nixon appointed Russell Train as Chairman, and Train immediately brought me on to help start hiring a small professional staff to insure that NEPA was not just paid lip service among the federal agencies.  Initially, we at CEQ encountered considerable foot dragging in the bureaucracy, as many federal agencies were unaccustomed to objective, public assessment of what they were proposing to do.  Old habits died hard.  They were used to lining up their allies in Congress, getting an appropriation, and just pushing ahead.  



It took diligent effort by CEQ and some key judicial decisions to convince federal agencies that NEPA meant a new way of doing the public’s business, that to enter fully into the spirit of NEPA meant reexamining assumptions and writing their analysis in plain English, instead of trying to bury decisions under the weight of document obfuscation and gibberish.  



Nearly a half-century later, I ask the Rural Utilities Service to enter fully into the spirit and law of NEPA in candidly and fully assessing the consequences of the proposed Cardinal-Hickory Creek Transmission Line.



2.  Need.

Is This Project Needed?  It is not.  The transmission companies’ assertions that CHC is needed are based on faulty assumptions.  I refer to the outdated assumptions underlying the 2011 MISO report, which lumped together data collectively of nine states from the Midwest to the Gulf of Mexico, including Manitoba Province of Canada, and recommended 17 different high-voltage transmission lines, Cardinal-Hickory Creek being the last and most expensive.  What may have seemed relevant some years ago for a large region of the U.S. and central Canada is no longer the case, certainly not for Wisconsin. 



Electricity demand in much of the Midwest continues to decline or remain flat.  That’s certainly been true in the Madison market.  For the past ten years, electricity sales for Madison Gas & Electric have declined and for Wisconsin Power & Light sales have been flat, despite each utility adding 11,000 new customers.  In the growing Chicago market, Con Ed’s electricity sales are declining about 1% each year--despite the company adding 100,000 customers.   In Minnesota, Excel-Northern States Power has seen its electricity sales drop about 1.5%, and in Ohio, American Electric Power is anticipating a drop of more than 16% over the next decade.



This is a picture not of energy need, but of citizens and businesses making more efficient use of electrical energy.  Over recent years, Americans have been buying and plugging into more energy efficient appliances--refrigerators, washers and driers, dishwashers, air conditioners, etc.  And now with LED bulbs, we are beginning what I expect will be a revolution in dramatically reduced electrical demand for lighting.



This trend in declining electricity sales is likely to continue as increasingly more efficient appliances are used throughout the market, and more and more businesses and homeowners install solar units.



ATC is in the business solely of building transmission lines, and imposing the bill on the public.  Cardinal-Hickory Creek would be a hugely expensive project: about $2billion, when financing, easements, and operation and maintenance are added to the $500million to $700million construction costs (plus a guaranteed profit of 10.2%). 



 All of us Wisconsin ratepayers would have to shoulder the bill in higher utility bills.  Alliant Energy is already seeking permission from the Public Service Commission to more than double in just two years the fixed charges to residential customers.  



Wisconsin’s electricity bills are the highest in the Midwest, and now likely to go much higher.







Where is the justification for saddling Wisconsin ratepayers with more than a billion dollars of increased utility rates to pay for out-of-state power over a proposed CHC line?  ATC has not demonstrated that need.



3.  Alternatives.

At the last scoping session a RUS representative said that the only alternatives RUS is considering are the two alternative transmission corridors.  If true, that position would put RUS in direct contravention, and absurdly so, of the purpose of the National Environmental Policy Act and its implementing federal regulations.  



ATC and its partners have a more reliable, less expensive, and less disruptive option than pushing these massive high voltage towers and lines through the heart of the Driftless Area. There are better, more cost-effective alternatives.   Wisconsin utilities are bringing on new locally generated electricity, including a big 650-megawatt natural gas plant in Beloit, and new wind farms in Seymour and Forrest, and the counties of Monroe, Rock, and Green totaling 560-megawatts.  Home and business solar continues to expand.  



All this is providing local generation, particularly from renewable energy, here in Wisconsin where it makes more economic sense than burdening ratepayers with the huge costs of importing electricity from out of state via a massive transmission line.



 CHC does not meet the requirements of Wisconsin law that energy demands be first met with the most cost-effective options, including energy efficiencies and conservation.  Despite assertions from CHC proponents that the line would principally bring Iowa wind power into Wisconsin, the proposed “open access” transmission line would draw electricity from any or all energy suppliers that pay highest for access to the line.  Besides wind and nuclear, that will include out-of-state coal-fired power plants, thereby aggravating climate change.  How can this be justified as sensible energy policy?



Peak power can be better supplied through a combination of increased energy efficiencies, distributed energy, demand response, and solar.



I urge the Rural Utilities Service to examine in detail more cost-effective alternatives to this proposed transmission line, including the option of not building the line.  It is worth remembering that the genesis of NEPA’s EIS responsibility on federal agencies grew out of a mammoth project--the proposed jetport in the Big Cypress Swamp of the Florida Everglades--that when weighed in light of the persuasive Leopold Report convinced a President of the United States not to build it.









4.  Environmental Consequences.

NEPA is to “insure that presently unquantified environmental amenities and values may be given appropriate consideration in decision-making along with economic and technical considerations.”  Pushing this huge, ugly project through the Driftless Area would do just the opposite. 



 What most characterizes the Driftless Area, what attracts even the most casual visitor, and what certainly endears residents living here to it, is the intimate beauty of this ridge & valley landscape.  Other than its small towns, the Driftless Area is largely farms and woodlands, interspersed with numerous spring-fed, cold-water trout streams in the valleys that attract determined visitors adept with fly rod.



People come here mainly because they love our serene, intimate rural setting of rolling hills and valleys.  This is what continues to attract retirees from elsewhere to move here, build a new home, and settle in for good (no small part of the tax base of our local governments).    



In blighting this unique landscape with huge, ugly transmission towers and power lines, CHC will not only depress property values, it will depress tourism itself, which in turn will depress property values even more--a self-defeating circle. 



Who will want to come visit here, retire here, bicycle along its hilly trails?   Much of our economy depends on tourism, not of the massive crowds one associates with Disneyland or Yellowstone, but modest numbers of folks from out of town seeking, for example, lunch at the Grey Dog Café in Mineral Point, or a good book from Arcadia Books in Spring Green.  Restaurants here are ever on an economic knife’s edge, hoping that customers coming here in summer are in sufficient numbers to overcome the natural fall-off in winter.  In the ten years that my wife and I have lived in the Driftless Area, we have seen nearly a half dozen good restaurants go out of business because of the difficulty surviving during the lean months of winter.   The CHC project could permanently cripple what is already a tenuous economy.



The alternate corridors for the transmission lines bull through some of Wisconsin’s most sensitive environments.  Crossing the Mississippi River, the power lines would lie athwart the Upper Mississippi River Wildlife and Fish Refuge.  This is the heart of the Mississippi Flyway, where hundreds of thousands of waterfowl spend the fall months during their long migrations south from Canada.  The U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service can confirm that high voltage lines kill a great number of ducks and geese due to collision and electrocution.  Multiple studies in the United States and Canada confirm that waterfowl are the bird group most vulnerable to death by transmission lines.  



The USF&WS and Wisconsin’s Dept. of Natural Resources should also be able to assess similar risks to bald eagles, as there are 51 active bald eagle nests in the four counties where the proposed transmission line would run, more than half of those nests being within townships in the transmission corridors.



The entire Driftless Area gets its name and unique characteristics from having evaded the mile-high glaciations of the Pleistocene, better known as the Ice Age, that from roughly 2.6 million to about 12,000 years ago ground down and near flattened much of the upper Midwest.  Geologically, the Driftless Area is a far older landscape, its rugged ridges and rock outcroppings and contrasting valleys the product not of glaciation, but of millions of years of wind and water erosion.  It is a region of much ecological variety, of southern sedge meadows, oak openings and barrens, dry and moist cliffs, and forested seeps, and a wide range of animal and plant species, more than a few rare and endangered.  



Henslow’s Sparrow is a Wisconsin threatened species and found in 12 of the 16 townships or ranges through which the transmission line would run.  The Loggerhead Shrike, a state endangered species is found in 2 of the 16 townships or ranges in Dane and Iowa Counties.  Other threatened bird species in the area include the Acadian Flycatcher, Bell’s Vireo, Cerulean Warbler, Hooded Warbler, and Upland Sandpiper.



Also impacted by the proposed transmission line would be the rare Rusty-Patched Bumble Bee and the state-endangered Regal Fritillary butterfly.  The line could compromise other endangered and at-risk species, such as the Pleistocene Snail, Blanchard’s Cricket Frog, Pickerel Frog, Blanding’s Turtle, Ornate Box Turtle, Lake Sturgeon, Lake Chubsucker, and Pugnosed Shiner.



The northern route would cut through the Blackhawk Lake Recreation Area, along Governor Dodge State Park, and go right over the lush pastures and contented dairy cattle of Uplands Cheese, producers of Pleasant Ridge Reserve, the most highly awarded cheese in American history.   This is a proposed transmission line corridor of appalling insensitivity.



Imagine the public outcry were the proposed transmission line allowed to tower over Wisconsin’s and America’s conservation icon, the Aldo Leopold shack outside Baraboo.  Would the opposition be one of science?  Only in the derivative sense that Leopold established the scientific field of wildlife management.  No, we would be beyond science and into the realm of common sense.  We would be giving vent to NEPA’s “unquantifiable environmental amenities and values.”  It would be a moral outrage, and a global one at that, to so despoil the site from whence came A Sand County Almanac and Leopold’s universal plea for a land ethic.



Am I equating Leopold’s shack with Pleasant Ridge Reserve?  Sort of, if only to emphasize that objection to a massive power line can come from the same reservoir of human values that embraces great literature as it does the beautiful setting of a world-renowned cheese.



The proposed southern corridor is no less disruptive, as it would cut through part of the Military Ridge Prairie Heritage Area, a more-than-95,000-acre grassland--one of the highest concentrations of native grasslands in the Midwest.  This Area contains more than 60 prairie remnants, and is habitat for 14 rare and declining grassland bird species.



Add to the above the following sensitive environments through which, by which, or across which the transmission line would run:

	Grant County, Wisconsin:  Grant River, Platte River, Pecatonica State Trail, 	Jack Oak Slough, Cassville Slough.



	Iowa County, Wisconsin:  Military Ridge State Trail, Blue Mound State Park,

	Pleasant Valley Conservancy State Natural Area, Dodgeville and Wyoming 	Oak Woodlands/Savanna Conservation Opportunity Area.



	Lafayette County, Wisconsin: Pecatonica State Trail, Belmont Prairie State 	Natural Area.



	Dane County, Wisconsin:  Blue Mound State Park, Military Ridge State Trail, 	Erbe Grassland preserve, Pleasant Valley Conservancy State Natural Area, 	Southwest Wisconsin Grasslands & Stream Conservation Area.



Finally, the proposed lines would cross twenty-four premier trout streams, at least one of which, Black Earth Creek, is designated a Class I, Outstanding Resource Water, and eight designated “Exceptional Resource Water.”

The biologists and resource experts with the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service and Wisconsin’s Department of Natural Resources can help guide you in determining the extent of harm and depletion this project will cause to Wisconsin’s environment.



Conclusion.

The CHC project, whatever is claimed by its proponents, is driven by the transmission companies’ need to satisfy their investors: to make money for them.  This is not a public project driven by clear-eyed analysis of the public good and need.  It is essentially a private project designed to make money for its shareholders, while thrusting a towering and ugly scar onto the Driftless Area.  It is a misguided proposal that stands common sense on its head. 



Sincerely,







Boyd Gibbons
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Boyd Gibbons 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
December 19, 2016 
 
 
 
Greg Poremba 
SWCA Environmental Consultants 
200 Bursca Dr. 
Suite 207 
Bridgeville, PA 15017 
   Attn: Cardinal-Hickory Creek EIS 
 
Dear Greg: 
 
I enjoyed talking with you at the scoping session a few weeks ago at Deer Valley 
Lodge, and was heartened by your long experience with, and admiration for, the 
National Environmental Policy Act.    
 
I know you appreciate that to make NEPA effective, however, the EIS on the 
Cardinal-Hickory Creek Project must be rigorously objective and analytically solid, 
standards that proponent federal agencies, in their momentum to “get on with 
business,” may be inclined to sidestep. 
 
Before presenting my arguments against CHC, I want again to pass on some personal 
history regarding NEPA and the requirement for environmental impact statements 
 
1.  Some Relevant History. 
Until passage of the National Environmental Policy Act on January 1, 1970, 
environmental analysis rarely, if ever, had served to inform and undergird major 
federal decisions.  For nearly two centuries, Federal agencies had made their 
decisions mainly based on agency predilections and political support.   
 
However, in 1969 the threat of a disturbing project in Florida set in motion a new 
way of making federal decisions.  Serving then as Deputy Under Secretary of the U. S. 
Department of the Interior, I received a note from John Ehrlichman, Counsel to the 
President for Domestic Policy, asking if I knew anything about a massive jetport 
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proposed for the Big Cypress Swamp just north of Everglades National Park in south 
Florida.  I hadn’t.   
 
That led me to Manny Morris, a hydrologist with the National Park Service, who put 
me in an air-boat in south Florida for a three-day crash course on how the jetport 
would impact the sheet-water hydraulics and ecosystem of the Everglades.  When I 
returned to D.C., my boss, Under Secretary Russell Train, called in Dr. Luna Leopold, 
senior scientist of the U.S. Geological Survey, and directed him to head a team of 
experts in Florida to assess the environmental consequences of building the jetport 
in the Big Cypress Swamp.   
 
Acknowledging the FAA’s need to solve air traffic congestion at Miami International, 
the Leopold Report nonetheless made clear that the new jetport would lead to 
peripheral development and its attendant drainage on such a scale as to effectively 
dry up and destroy the Everglades National Park.  The lucid Leopold Report 
eventually led to President Nixon directing the Secretary of Transportation to cancel 
the jetport.   
 
But the Leopold Report had an even greater effect than cancelling a bad project.  It 
helped persuade the Congress, with strong support from the Nixon Administration, 
to insert in the proposed National Environmental Policy Act, then in committee, a 
clause requiring that before taking major actions with significant impact on the 
environment, Federal agencies fully assess in writing those consequences.  Including 
a frank assessment of alternatives, even if it means cancelling the project.   
 
NEPA also established the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ), in the Executive 
Office of the President, to serve as policy adviser to the President.  President Nixon 
appointed Russell Train as Chairman, and Train immediately brought me on to help 
start hiring a small professional staff to insure that NEPA was not just paid lip 
service among the federal agencies.  Initially, we at CEQ encountered considerable 
foot dragging in the bureaucracy, as many federal agencies were unaccustomed to 
objective, public assessment of what they were proposing to do.  Old habits died 
hard.  They were used to lining up their allies in Congress, getting an appropriation, 
and just pushing ahead.   
 
It took diligent effort by CEQ and some key judicial decisions to convince federal 
agencies that NEPA meant a new way of doing the public’s business, that to enter 
fully into the spirit of NEPA meant reexamining assumptions and writing their 
analysis in plain English, instead of trying to bury decisions under the weight of 
document obfuscation and gibberish.   
 
Nearly a half-century later, I ask the Rural Utilities Service to enter fully into the 
spirit and law of NEPA in candidly and fully assessing the consequences of the 
proposed Cardinal-Hickory Creek Transmission Line. 
 
2.  Need. 
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Is This Project Needed?  It is not.  The transmission companies’ assertions that 
CHC is needed are based on faulty assumptions.  I refer to the outdated 
assumptions underlying the 2011 MISO report, which lumped together data 
collectively of nine states from the Midwest to the Gulf of Mexico, including 
Manitoba Province of Canada, and recommended 17 different high-voltage 
transmission lines, Cardinal-Hickory Creek being the last and most expensive.  What 
may have seemed relevant some years ago for a large region of the U.S. and central 
Canada is no longer the case, certainly not for Wisconsin.  
 
Electricity demand in much of the Midwest continues to decline or remain 
flat.  That’s certainly been true in the Madison market.  For the past ten years, 
electricity sales for Madison Gas & Electric have declined and for Wisconsin 
Power & Light sales have been flat, despite each utility adding 11,000 new 
customers.  In the growing Chicago market, Con Ed’s electricity sales are 
declining about 1% each year--despite the company adding 100,000 customers.   
In Minnesota, Excel-Northern States Power has seen its electricity sales drop 
about 1.5%, and in Ohio, American Electric Power is anticipating a drop of more 
than 16% over the next decade. 
 
This is a picture not of energy need, but of citizens and businesses making more 
efficient use of electrical energy.  Over recent years, Americans have been buying 
and plugging into more energy efficient appliances--refrigerators, washers and 
driers, dishwashers, air conditioners, etc.  And now with LED bulbs, we are 
beginning what I expect will be a revolution in dramatically reduced electrical 
demand for lighting. 
 
This trend in declining electricity sales is likely to continue as increasingly more 
efficient appliances are used throughout the market, and more and more businesses 
and homeowners install solar units. 
 
ATC is in the business solely of building transmission lines, and imposing the 
bill on the public.  Cardinal-Hickory Creek would be a hugely expensive project: 
about $2billion, when financing, easements, and operation and maintenance are 
added to the $500million to $700million construction costs (plus a guaranteed 
profit of 10.2%).  
 
 All of us Wisconsin ratepayers would have to shoulder the bill in higher utility 
bills.  Alliant Energy is already seeking permission from the Public Service 
Commission to more than double in just two years the fixed charges to 
residential customers.   
 
Wisconsin’s electricity bills are the highest in the Midwest, and now likely to 
go much higher. 
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Where is the justification for saddling Wisconsin ratepayers with more than a billion 
dollars of increased utility rates to pay for out-of-state power over a proposed CHC 
line?  ATC has not demonstrated that need. 
 
3.  Alternatives. 
At the last scoping session a RUS representative said that the only alternatives 
RUS is considering are the two alternative transmission corridors.  If true, that 
position would put RUS in direct contravention, and absurdly so, of the purpose 
of the National Environmental Policy Act and its implementing federal 
regulations.   
 
ATC and its partners have a more reliable, less expensive, and less disruptive 
option than pushing these massive high voltage towers and lines through the 
heart of the Driftless Area. There are better, more cost-effective alternatives.   
Wisconsin utilities are bringing on new locally generated electricity, including a 
big 650-megawatt natural gas plant in Beloit, and new wind farms in Seymour 
and Forrest, and the counties of Monroe, Rock, and Green totaling 560-
megawatts.  Home and business solar continues to expand.   
 
All this is providing local generation, particularly from renewable energy, here in 
Wisconsin where it makes more economic sense than burdening ratepayers with 
the huge costs of importing electricity from out of state via a massive 
transmission line. 
 
 CHC does not meet the requirements of Wisconsin law that energy demands 
be first met with the most cost-effective options, including energy efficiencies 
and conservation.  Despite assertions from CHC proponents that the line would 
principally bring Iowa wind power into Wisconsin, the proposed “open access” 
transmission line would draw electricity from any or all energy suppliers that pay 
highest for access to the line.  Besides wind and nuclear, that will include out-of-
state coal-fired power plants, thereby aggravating climate change.  How can this be 
justified as sensible energy policy? 
 
Peak power can be better supplied through a combination of increased energy 
efficiencies, distributed energy, demand response, and solar. 
 
I urge the Rural Utilities Service to examine in detail more cost-effective alternatives 
to this proposed transmission line, including the option of not building the line.  It 
is worth remembering that the genesis of NEPA’s EIS responsibility on federal 
agencies grew out of a mammoth project--the proposed jetport in the Big Cypress 
Swamp of the Florida Everglades--that when weighed in light of the persuasive 
Leopold Report convinced a President of the United States not to build it. 
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4.  Environmental Consequences. 
NEPA is to “insure that presently unquantified environmental amenities and 
values may be given appropriate consideration in decision-making along with 
economic and technical considerations.”  Pushing this huge, ugly project through the 
Driftless Area would do just the opposite.  
 
 What most characterizes the Driftless Area, what attracts even the most 
casual visitor, and what certainly endears residents living here to it, is the 
intimate beauty of this ridge & valley landscape.  Other than its small towns, the 
Driftless Area is largely farms and woodlands, interspersed with numerous spring-
fed, cold-water trout streams in the valleys that attract determined visitors adept 
with fly rod. 
 
People come here mainly because they love our serene, intimate rural setting of 
rolling hills and valleys.  This is what continues to attract retirees from elsewhere to 
move here, build a new home, and settle in for good (no small part of the tax base of 
our local governments).     
 
In blighting this unique landscape with huge, ugly transmission towers and power 
lines, CHC will not only depress property values, it will depress tourism itself, 
which in turn will depress property values even more--a self-defeating circle.  
 
Who will want to come visit here, retire here, bicycle along its hilly trails?   Much of 
our economy depends on tourism, not of the massive crowds one associates with 
Disneyland or Yellowstone, but modest numbers of folks from out of town seeking, 
for example, lunch at the Grey Dog Café in Mineral Point, or a good book from 
Arcadia Books in Spring Green.  Restaurants here are ever on an economic knife’s 
edge, hoping that customers coming here in summer are in sufficient numbers to 
overcome the natural fall-off in winter.  In the ten years that my wife and I have 
lived in the Driftless Area, we have seen nearly a half dozen good restaurants go out 
of business because of the difficulty surviving during the lean months of winter.   
The CHC project could permanently cripple what is already a tenuous economy. 
 
The alternate corridors for the transmission lines bull through some of 
Wisconsin’s most sensitive environments.  Crossing the Mississippi River, the 
power lines would lie athwart the Upper Mississippi River Wildlife and Fish 
Refuge.  This is the heart of the Mississippi Flyway, where hundreds of thousands of 
waterfowl spend the fall months during their long migrations south from Canada.  
The U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service can confirm that high voltage lines kill a great 
number of ducks and geese due to collision and electrocution.  Multiple studies in 
the United States and Canada confirm that waterfowl are the bird group most 
vulnerable to death by transmission lines.   
 
The USF&WS and Wisconsin’s Dept. of Natural Resources should also be able to 
assess similar risks to bald eagles, as there are 51 active bald eagle nests in the four 
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counties where the proposed transmission line would run, more than half of those 
nests being within townships in the transmission corridors. 
 
The entire Driftless Area gets its name and unique characteristics from having 
evaded the mile-high glaciations of the Pleistocene, better known as the Ice Age, that 
from roughly 2.6 million to about 12,000 years ago ground down and near flattened 
much of the upper Midwest.  Geologically, the Driftless Area is a far older landscape, 
its rugged ridges and rock outcroppings and contrasting valleys the product not of 
glaciation, but of millions of years of wind and water erosion.  It is a region of much 
ecological variety, of southern sedge meadows, oak openings and barrens, dry and 
moist cliffs, and forested seeps, and a wide range of animal and plant species, 
more than a few rare and endangered.   
 
Henslow’s Sparrow is a Wisconsin threatened species and found in 12 of the 16 
townships or ranges through which the transmission line would run.  The 
Loggerhead Shrike, a state endangered species is found in 2 of the 16 townships or 
ranges in Dane and Iowa Counties.  Other threatened bird species in the area include 
the Acadian Flycatcher, Bell’s Vireo, Cerulean Warbler, Hooded Warbler, and 
Upland Sandpiper. 
 
Also impacted by the proposed transmission line would be the rare Rusty-Patched 
Bumble Bee and the state-endangered Regal Fritillary butterfly.  The line could 
compromise other endangered and at-risk species, such as the Pleistocene Snail, 
Blanchard’s Cricket Frog, Pickerel Frog, Blanding’s Turtle, Ornate Box Turtle, 
Lake Sturgeon, Lake Chubsucker, and Pugnosed Shiner. 
 
The northern route would cut through the Blackhawk Lake Recreation Area, along 
Governor Dodge State Park, and go right over the lush pastures and contented dairy 
cattle of Uplands Cheese, producers of Pleasant Ridge Reserve, the most highly 
awarded cheese in American history.   This is a proposed transmission line 
corridor of appalling insensitivity. 
 
Imagine the public outcry were the proposed transmission line allowed to tower 
over Wisconsin’s and America’s conservation icon, the Aldo Leopold shack outside 
Baraboo.  Would the opposition be one of science?  Only in the derivative sense that 
Leopold established the scientific field of wildlife management.  No, we would be 
beyond science and into the realm of common sense.  We would be giving vent to 
NEPA’s “unquantifiable environmental amenities and values.”  It would be a moral 
outrage, and a global one at that, to so despoil the site from whence came A Sand 
County Almanac and Leopold’s universal plea for a land ethic. 
 
Am I equating Leopold’s shack with Pleasant Ridge Reserve?  Sort of, if only to 
emphasize that objection to a massive power line can come from the same reservoir 
of human values that embraces great literature as it does the beautiful setting of a 
world-renowned cheese. 
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The proposed southern corridor is no less disruptive, as it would cut through part of 
the Military Ridge Prairie Heritage Area, a more-than-95,000-acre grassland--one 
of the highest concentrations of native grasslands in the Midwest.  This Area 
contains more than 60 prairie remnants, and is habitat for 14 rare and declining 
grassland bird species. 
 
Add to the above the following sensitive environments through which, by which, or 
across which the transmission line would run: 
 Grant County, Wisconsin:  Grant River, Platte River, Pecatonica State Trail, 
 Jack Oak Slough, Cassville Slough. 
 
 Iowa County, Wisconsin:  Military Ridge State Trail, Blue Mound State Park, 
 Pleasant Valley Conservancy State Natural Area, Dodgeville and Wyoming 
 Oak Woodlands/Savanna Conservation Opportunity Area. 
 
 Lafayette County, Wisconsin: Pecatonica State Trail, Belmont Prairie State 
 Natural Area. 
 
 Dane County, Wisconsin:  Blue Mound State Park, Military Ridge State Trail, 
 Erbe Grassland preserve, Pleasant Valley Conservancy State Natural Area, 
 Southwest Wisconsin Grasslands & Stream Conservation Area. 
 
Finally, the proposed lines would cross twenty-four premier trout streams, at 
least one of which, Black Earth Creek, is designated a Class I, Outstanding Resource 
Water, and eight designated “Exceptional Resource Water.” 
The biologists and resource experts with the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service and 
Wisconsin’s Department of Natural Resources can help guide you in determining the 
extent of harm and depletion this project will cause to Wisconsin’s environment. 
 
Conclusion. 
The CHC project, whatever is claimed by its proponents, is driven by the 
transmission companies’ need to satisfy their investors: to make money for them.  
This is not a public project driven by clear-eyed analysis of the public good and 
need.  It is essentially a private project designed to make money for its shareholders, 
while thrusting a towering and ugly scar onto the Driftless Area.  It is a misguided 
proposal that stands common sense on its head.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Boyd Gibbons 
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From: muriel filer
To: comments@CardinalHickoryCreekEIS.us
Subject: Cardinal Hickory Creek Comment
Date: Saturday, December 10, 2016 11:02:38 AM

Dear Environmental Scoping staff person:

Thank you for your unheralded but important work of collecting my input
for inclusion in the Environmental Impact Statement for a proposed high
capacity transmission line that would span 125 miles across the
driftless region of southwest Wisconsin from Madison to Dubuque IA.

I examined the letter to EIS staff at Rural Utility Service <
http://bit.ly/Ltr-Debt > from local governments and environmental groups
requesting that non-transmission alternatives be thoroughly studied.

I take this opportunity to reinforce this request, personally, because I
am concerned about rising energy costs.

I prefer investments in end-user improvements like energy efficiency
over investments that increased dependency on utilities and create
long-term debt.

I realize that my comments can be included in the federal level
Environmental Impact Statement and that I can submit additional requests
up to January 6, 2017.

  You may use my email address to notify me when the draft statement is
available.

Signed:  Muriel Gilbert

Name: Muriel Gilbert

























































From: Charles Greco
To: comments@CardinalHickoryCreekEIS.us
Subject: Please include this letter in the Cardinal-Hickory Creek EIS
Date: Friday, January 06, 2017 10:33:02 AM
Attachments: Comment letter - Cardinal Hickory Creek power line.pdf

Please include the attached  letter in the Cardinal-Hickory Creek EIS
 
Thank you
 
 
Charles M. Greco
President and Founder
Ordeim Consulting, Inc.
Organizational Development and Improvement
www.ordeim.com

 
 
 

mailto:comments@CardinalHickoryCreekEIS.us
http://www.ordeim.com/
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David Reinhart <comments@cardinalhickorycreekeis.us>

CardinalHickory Creek Public Scoping Comment 
2 messages

Thu, Dec 8, 2016 at 3:33 PM
ReplyTo: 
To: comments@cardinalhickorycreekeis.us

National Environmental Policy Act comments regarding the CardianlHickory Creek Transmssion Line Project. 

First Name: Sharon
Last Name: Gundersen
Email: 
Comments: There are several reasons why Rural Utility Service should NOT build a power line in Vermont Township. 
1.  Unsightly power lines not only mar the landscape but lock us into a power source that has shown declining use in past years.
2.  Clearcutting our beautiful wooded areas and continued maintenance of the lines will reduce land values for all residents while also taking away our scenic
views.
3.  Several bird, frog and trout species may be affected during and after building the lines. 
4.  This money from the federal government should be spent on better internet lines for our rural area and not generating power for large cities like Milwaukee and
Chicago.  If they cannot generate their own power then they can find ways to reduce usage on their own.
5.  Why should our tax dollars for the next 40 years go toward a power line we really don't need.  My taxes are high enough already.  Spending unnecessary
money is something this country needs to stop doing as a whole.
6.  High voltage has been proven to be hazardous to the health of humans and animals.  I DOT NOT WANT HIGH VOLTAGE NEAR MY HOME! 

Just because the government gave you $25 million to build this doesn't mean it's the right thing to do.

Comments <comments@cardinalhickorycreekeis.us> Thu, Jan 19, 2017 at 2:39 PM
To: Adrian Hogel <AHogel@swca.com>

[Quoted text hidden]
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David Reinhart <comments@cardinalhickorycreekeis.us>

Gundlach 
1 message

Aaron Gundlach  Mon, Jan 16, 2017 at 8:18 AM
To: "comments@CardinalHickoryCreekEIS.us" <comments@cardinalhickorycreekeis.us>

Hello,

 

I am sending this email even though it appears that I have missed the January 6, 2017, deadline for any comments or concerns on the proposed transmission
lines associated with the Cardinal Hickory Creek project.

 

I am writing as I was not aware that this project was occurring in the vicinity of my home as all information I read about it in the paper stated that potentially
affected residents were to have received information in the mail about the project.   I never received any information.

 

Recently, one of my neighbors pointed out that my home was in one of the two proposed possible routes.   As I investigated this further, I found that our home
was inside one of the potential blue highlighted routes.   I live at  , which is at the intersection of 
(Town of Cross Plains)

 

This greatly concerns me as we have been at our current residence for six years and moved away from the City to have some privacy and be away from all
commercial looking structures.  In those six years we have invested not only a lot of money, but also our own labor to improve the property to be exactly as we
want it.

 

I am also concerned about the potential health effects resulting from having such a strong electromagnetic field around these poles.  We have two small children
who love playing outside and having the freedom they do living away from the city.   The effects of stray voltage concern me greatly.

 

As much as I feel this project is unnecessary and large corporations flexing their muscle when it comes to dealing with property owners, I realize that the project
could move forward.   If the project does move ahead, PLEASE consider the placement of poles and wiring in relation to homes.    All of us affected by this
project live where we do because we enjoy rural living and the beautiful views we have in rural Wisconsin.
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My hope is that as a corporation you are taking into account the lives and homes of those that could be affected by this project and not simply placing poles at
the path of least resistance (easiest install).   We only own a small 3acre parcel of land that would be completely destroyed if a 180 foot tall pole was placed on
the property.  I am requesting that you design around our small property and leave us the small yard space we have.   Please don’t destroy everything we have
worked so hard to build and enjoy.   I am also requesting a copy of whatever documentation was sent out to affected property owner so I can review.

 

While I realize I may have missed your deadline to submit my concerns, I would think that if you are working with area residents, you would respond to the above
with any feedback you may have.  

 

I can be reached at   to discuss further.

 

Thank you.

 

Aaron Gundlach | Senior Project Manager
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