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Douglas, Tina  (PUC)

From: Van Gerpen, Patty
Sent: Tuesday, September 02, 2014 1:11 PM
To: Douglas, Tina  (PUC)
Cc: Mohr, Leah
Subject: FW: Response to Victoria Leonard, BHP Line, EL14-061

Please also add her following response to the docket, EL14‐061 (but NOT the disclaimer at the bottom of her email). 
Thanks. 
 
‐Patty 

-------------------------------------------  
From: Vicki Leonard[   
Sent: Tuesday, September 02, 2014 1:02:12 PM  
To: PUC  
Subject: RE: Response to Victoria Leonard, BHP Line, EL14-061  
Auto forwarded by a Rule 

 
Thank you.  I will address my concerns to the appropriate entity and thank you for providing law governing this action. 
 

From: PUC [mailto:PUC@state.sd.us]  
Sent: Tuesday, September 02, 2014 12:32 PM 
To: Vicki Leonard 
Subject: Response to Victoria Leonard, BHP Line, EL14-061 
 
Ms. Leonard: 
  
This is in response to the comments you submitted regarding the Black Hills Power transmission siting permit 
application, docket EL14-061, currently before the Public Utilities Commission. In this letter I will refer to the 
PUC as the ‘commission’. Following are your questions and my responses. 
  
I realize I am sending this after the deadline for comments, but it was not clear to me from the “maps” sent 
exactly where route was proposed. 
  
You may submit comments to the commission at any time while a docket is open before us. 
  
Here is a document titled, Siting Energy Conversion & Transmission Facilities, which may be helpful regarding 
the commission’s processing of siting permit applications: 
http://www.puc.sd.gov/commission/Publication/sitinghandout.pdf 
  
When I purchased this land, the route that “was on the books” was the original proposed route which was 
mainly the on borders of the Black Hills National Forest. Then it was modified to the “J” plan. Why was it 
modified? I was not able to attend meeting that followed that change. The “map” that was posted on internet 
was difficult to “read,” therefore I did not send specific comments on that change, as it didn’t appear to “run” 
so close to residential properties and I was told by a nearby resident that it would not affect my land. Now you 
have amended the route again, without explaining why it was amended. What is the reason for amending the 
route? Route modification 3g goes right through the middle of my land and also adversely effects many other 




