




















4.8.2 Forestry

Minnesota’s forests primarily consist of aspen/birch, spruceffir, and oak/hickory forest types, which are
managed by private/tribal industry (44 percent), state government (24 percent), federal government (17
percent), and counties/municipalities (15 percent) (reference (49)). As of 2020, Minnesota’s forest
products industry was the state’s fifth largest manufacturing sector by employment and provided 64,500
jobs (reference (49)). In 2017, Minnesota’s forest products industry produced $17.8 billion of shipment
value (gross sales) and provided 8.5 percent of all manufacturing payroll employment.

Timber harvested in Minnesota is used for construction materials, paper products, and heating for homes,
among other commercial goods. Additionally, timber harvested from private commercial forest lands is
primarily used in the manufacturing of paper products.

According to the DNR forest inventory, there are no forested lands or commercial forestry operations
within the ROW.

4.8.2.1 Impacts

For safe operation of the project, trees and other tall-growing vegetation must be removed from the
transmission line ROW. Vegetation clearing typically consists of initial vegetation clearing and minor tree
removal before construction and on-going maintenance within the ROW following construction.

Due to the absence of known forested lands or forestry operations in the ROW, impacts to forestry
resources are not anticipated as a result of the project.
4.8.2.2 Mitigation Measures

Since impacts to forestry resources are not anticipated, mitigation is not proposed.

4.8.3 Mining

Mining is a significant industry in Minnesota, with mining operations classified into two categories: metallic
minerals and non-metallic minerals (reference (50)). Metallic minerals consist of materials such as iron
ore, copper, and nickel, while non-metallic minerals consist of materials such as aggregate, peat, and
kaolin clay. Aggregate materials are used in construction activities and usually consist of raw materials
such as sand, gravel, and crushed stone. There are no known mining operations documented in the
ROW (Map 4-2).

48.3.1 Impacts

Since there are no known mining operations documented in the ROW, no impacts to mining are
anticipated as a result of the project.

4.8.3.2  Mitigation Measures

Since impacts to mining are not anticipated, mitigation is not proposed.

4.8.4 Recreation and Tourism

Tourism and recreational activities commonly overlap; the difference between the two is the distance
traveled to access these opportunities. Recreational activities are generally located within the vicinity of
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one’s home and easily accessible, while tourism involves activities that require substantial travel and may
incur additional expenses as a result.

Tourism within Jackson County includes farm and home shows, town and county days, the Jackson
County Fair, gold events, holiday parades, and fireworks. Tourism destinations include Fort Belmont,
Jason Speedway, the Historic State Theatre, Jackson County Historical Society Museum, and the Round
Lake Vineyards and Winery.

In addition, the Rost Waterfowl Production Area (WPA) and the Ulbricht WPA (Map 4-9) provide
recreational activities such as hiking, hunting, and wildlife viewing.

There are no Aquatic Management Areas, Wildlife Management Areas (WMAS), Scientific and Natural
Areas, golf courses, county parks or trails, local parks or trails, scenic byways, snowmobile trails, state
forests, state parks, or State Game Refuges located within the project area.

4.8.4.1 Impacts

Project impacts on recreation and tourism are anticipated to be minimal and temporary in nature, lasting
only for the duration of construction. Short-term disturbances, such as increased noise and dust, could
detract from nearby recreational activities and could, depending on the timing, affect hunting by
temporarily displacing wildlife. However, wildlife is expected to return to the area once construction has
been completed.

The Rost and Ulbricht Waterfowl Production areas are both located more than one mile from the ROW;
therefore, no notable impacts to recreation and tourism are anticipated as a result of the project.

4.8.4.2 Mitigation Measures

Since no impacts to recreation and tourism are anticipated, mitigation is not proposed.
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4.9  Archaeological and Historic Resources

Archaeological resources are defined as the material remains of past human life or activities

(reference (51)). Pursuant to the Minnesota Historic and Architectural Survey Manual (reference (52)),
historic resources are defined as sites, buildings, structures, or objects that are over 45 years in age and
“create tangible links to the American past, whether in relation to historical events and people, traditional
ways of life, architectural design, or methods of construction” (reference (53)).

Federal laws and regulations, including Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966
(Section 106) and the Archaeological Resources Protection Act of 1979, provide the standards for cultural
resources identification, evaluation, and mitigation of impacts. Pursuant to Section 106, significant
archaeological and/or historic resources (i.e., historic properties) are those resources that are included or
eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). If the Project were to become a
federal undertaking, it would be subject to Section 106 requirements.

The project is also subject to the Minnesota Historic Sites Act (Minn. Statutes 138.661 to 138.669) and
the Field Archaeology Act (Minn. Statutes 138.31 to 138.42), and the Minnesota Private Cemeteries Act
(Minn. Stat. 8307.08). The Minnesota Historic Sites Act (Minn. Statutes 138.661 to 138.669) requires that
state agencies consult with the SHPO before undertaking or licensing projects that may affect properties
on the State or National Registers of Historic Places. The Minnesota Field Archaeology Act (Minn.
Statutes 138.31 to 138.42) establishes the position of State Archaeologist and requires State
Archaeologist approval and licensing for any archaeological work that takes place on non-federal public

property.

Under the Minnesota Private Cemeteries Act (Minn. Statutes 307.08), when human burials are known or
suspected to exist in a project area, the landowner or developer must submit construction and
development plans to the Office of the State Archaeologist (OSA) for their review before the plans are
finalized and prior to any disturbance within the burial area. If the known or suspected burials are thought
to be Native American or of Native American ancestry, the landowner or developer must submit
construction and development plans to the OSA and the Minnesota Indian Affairs Council (MIAC) for their
review before the plans are finalized and prior to any disturbance within the burial area. The OSA and
MIAC have 45 days to make recommendations for the preservation or removal of the human burials or
remains that may be endangered by construction or development activities.

To determine potential cultural resource impacts, known archaeological and historic resources in or
adjacent to the project were identified through a review of the OSA online portal and Minnesota’s
Statewide Historic Inventory Portal (MNnSHIP), the Minnesota SHPO online portal in March 2025. MnSHIP
is a comprehensive database of all documented historic architectural resources for the entire state, while
the OSA portal is a database of all previously recorded archaeological sites in the state.

4.9.1 Archaeological Resources and Historic Cemeteries

The OSA online portal indicates that there are no previously recorded archaeological resources located
within 1 mile of the project. The applicant, in consultation with the Commission, OSA and SHPO, may
plan to conduct an archaeological survey for the project as needed ahead of construction.

The OSA Portal was also reviewed for historic cemetery locations, as documented in Vermeer and Terrell
(reference (54)). Two historic cemeteries were identified within 1 mile of the project, none of which are
within the route width (Map 4-10). St Paul’'s Cemetery (MNCEMID 21293), also known as the Old
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Lutheran Cemetery and the Old Rost Cemetery, is mapped at the PLS Forty level in the OSA portal.
However, modern aerial imagery shows that the cemetery is platted and confined to approximately 1.4
acres in the northeast corner of Section 28 of Township 102N, Range 37W, approximately 0.9 miles north
of the project centerline.

Grace Church Cemetery (MNCEMID 21280), also mapped at the PLS Forty level in the OSA portal, is a
church cemetery associated with historic architectural resource JK-EWT-00002/Grace Lutheran Church.
The cemetery is shown on modern aerials within the property of Grace Lutheran Church with a footprint of
less than one acre, approximately 1 mile west of the project centerline in the southwest quadrant of
Section 22 of Township102N, Range 38W.

49.1.1 Impacts

Archaeological resource impacts could result from construction activities such as ROW clearing,
placement of structures, construction of access roads, temporary construction areas, and vehicle and
equipment operation.

No known archaeological resources have been documented within 1 mile of the project; therefore, no
impacts to previously recorded archaeological resources are anticipated as a result of the project. While
two historic cemeteries have been recorded within the 1-mile study area, all of these are clearly
delineated, and are not within or adjacent to the route width. Therefore, these cemeteries will not be
impacted by the project.

49.2 Historic Architectural Resources

A review of the MnSHIP portal indicates that there are five previously inventoried historic resources
located within 1 mile of the project, one of which is within the Project route width (Table 4-17; Map 4-10).
The resource within the route width consists of Bridge L9312/JK-RST-00011. This timber slab bridge,
constructed in 1970, crosses the Little Sioux River along 770t street. This resource is not eligible for the
NRHP (reference (55)).

Of the four documented resources that are within the 1-mile study area, but outside the route width, three
are bridges, all of which were determined not eligible for the NRHP, and Grace Lutheran Church, which is
unevaluated for the NRHP. Grace Lutheran Church is approximately one mile west of the westernmost
extent of the project route width. Due to the distance from the project, and vegetative screening along the
western side of the church, the project would not be within the viewshed of this resource.

Table 4-17 Historic Architectural Resources within the 1 Mile Study Area

Resource Number Resource Type NRHP Eligibility Location
JK-RST-00011 Bridge L9312, ca. 1970 Not Eligible Route Width
JK-EWT-00002 Sarf"‘igs"zmhera” Chureh, ynevaluated 1 Mile
JK-EWT-00013 Bridge 32801 Not Eligible 1 Mile
JK-EWT-00016 Bridge L5233 Not Eligible 1 Mile
JK-RST-00018 Bridge 88992 Not Eligible 1 Mile
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