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ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION 1 

DOCKET No. 13-   2 

DIRECT TESTIMONY OF 3 

HEATHER HEATER 4 

Submitted On Behalf Of 5 

Ameren Illinois Company 6 

I. INTRODUCTION AND WITNESS QUALIFICATIONS 7 

Q. Please state your name, business address and present position. 8 

A. My name is Heather Heater.  I am a Senior Project Manager with Environmental 9 

Resources Management (“ERM”), located at 1701 Golf Road, Suite 1-1000, Rolling Meadows, 10 

Illinois, 60008. 11 

Q. Please summarize your educational background and professional experience. 12 

A. Please see my Resume, attached as an Appendix to this testimony. 13 

Q. What are your duties and responsibilities in your present position? 14 

A. My primary duties and responsibilities include assisting or managing various projects.  15 

My project management responsibilities include oversight of quality assurance, resources, scope, 16 

schedule and budget.  Additionally, I manage environmental professionals located within my 17 

office.  18 
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II. PURPOSE AND SCOPE 19 

Q. What is the purpose of your testimony? 20 

A. Ameren Illinois Company d/b/a Ameren Illinois ("AIC") retained ERM to conduct a 21 

route siting analysis for a proposed 345 kV transmission line from Fargo to Mapleridge 22 

("Transmission Line") and to provide support with respect to the stakeholder engagement and 23 

public involvement process during the development of the Fargo-Mapleridge Transmission Line 24 

Project (the “Project”).  A compilation of information associated with the route siting analysis is 25 

attached to AIC witness Ms. Murphy’s testimony as Ameren Exhibit 5.2.  The purpose of my 26 

testimony is to provide an overview of the potential environmental impacts associated with the 27 

Project, as well as provide an overview of agency consultation.  28 

Q. What exhibits are you sponsoring with your testimony? 29 

A. I am sponsoring the following exhibits: 30 

 Ameren Exhibit 6.1  Route Comparison Summary 31 

 Ameren Exhibit 6.2 Agency Correspondence 32 

III. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 33 

Q. Please summarize the approach to identifying and assessing potential environmental 34 

impacts within the route siting analysis. 35 

A. As described in Ms. Murphy’s testimony (Ameren Exhibit 5.0), the route siting analysis 36 

begins with the establishment of a Project area, and identification of environmental siting 37 

criteria.  The routing of any electrical transmission line generally involves studying the potential 38 

for displacement of land or land uses and the potential for impacts to the human and natural 39 

environment that may result from the construction, operation and maintenance of the Project.  40 
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The evaluation of these potential impacts is based on a collective assessment of trade-offs 41 

associated with affected land uses; perceptions or values of affected stakeholders, landowners or 42 

other members of the general public; cost considerations; constructability or other physical 43 

considerations; regulatory compliance; and other environmental considerations.  The routing of 44 

the Proposed Routes, which collectively include the Primary and Alternate Route and Segment 45 

Options (localized route segments allowing for maneuverability between parts of either the 46 

Primary or Alternate routes), relied on available data and information relative to the overall 47 

Project area and typical industry practices.  These practices involve the evaluation of 48 

opportunities, such asthe potential to parallel existing rights-of-way and other linear features, 49 

such as property or field lines, while also reducing the potential for impacts to sensitivities, such 50 

as land uses or other environmental features that occur along these linear corridors. 51 

Q. Please describe the environmental assessment undertaken by ERM on behalf of 52 

AIC. 53 

A. As described in Ms. Murphy’s testimony, environmental siting criteria include a 54 

collective review of existing opportunities and sensitivities.  Sensitivities include environmental 55 

factors which are taken into account with regard to physical proximity or location, regulatory 56 

requirements, and constructability and design considerations.  The Proposed Routes have the 57 

potential to affect each of the various sensitivities as it relates to one or more of these 58 

considerations.  The route siting analysis included various comparative assessments as to the 59 

number of times a sensitive feature occurs or is crossed, relative to study corridors, up to 2,000-60 

feet in width (along opportunities), or the acres of occurrence of sensitivities within these 61 

corridors.  Study corridors similar in directional orientation and general geography were 62 

evaluated in comparison to one another.  They were evaluated by first comparing the total 63 
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occurrence of sensitivities, then comparing the characteristics of the linear features that they 64 

occur along, and, in situations where there was no significant difference in total occurrence, 65 

comparing the occurrence of only those environmental factors identified as being most sensitive 66 

to participants in the public process.  Values of greater occurrence imply a greater potential for 67 

impact.  However, the phrase ‘potential for impact’ does not necessarily imply that an impact 68 

will, in fact, occur, nor does the term ‘impact’ necessarily imply an adverse effect.  As an 69 

example comparison, if along one corridor the land use is predominantly agricultural use and 70 

along a second corridor the land use is something other than agricultural use, there would be a 71 

greater potential for impact to agricultural land along the first corridor.  Or, if along one corridor 72 

there is a greater number of existing residences that occur within immediate proximity to the 73 

existing linear feature being studied than compared to a second corridor, there would be a greater 74 

potential for impact to existing residences along the first corridor.  Impacts resulting from the 75 

Proposed Routes will ultimately be dependent on where the line is constructed, and as it relates 76 

to many sensitivities, where poles will be located.  The results of the comparative evaluation of 77 

sensitivities occurring along the Proposed Routes are provided in Ameren Exhibit 6.1 attached to 78 

my testimony.  79 

Q. Please summarize the results of the environmental assessment undertaken by ERM 80 

on behalf of AIC. 81 

A. As identified by Ms. Murphy, the Primary Route makes use of approximately seven miles 82 

of an existing easement and certain land already owned in fee by AIC.  While there is a 83 

marginally greater impact associated with some criteria for the Primary Route in comparison to 84 

the Alternate Route, such as the number of homes along the route, there would no significant 85 

reduction in the potential for impact associated with the Alternate Route should this route have 86 
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been selected instead.  The Primary Route is shorter and would therefore result in less ground 87 

disturbance.  There is a lower occurrence of prime farmland soils (a high sensitivity) along the 88 

Primary Route.   89 

Q. Will any portions of the Transmission Line cross or run in the vicinity of forest 90 

preserves or other natural areas? 91 

A. The Proposed Routes of the Transmission Line would not cross any forest preserves or 92 

other natural areas owned and managed by either the Illinois Department of Natural Resources or 93 

the Illinois Nature Preserves Commission.   94 

Q. Will the Transmission Line potentially cross or affect jurisdictional wetlands or 95 

waters? 96 

A. Yes.  However, based on the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s National Wetland 97 

Inventory data, few wetlands occur along the Proposed Routes.  Ameren Exhibit 6.1 provides an 98 

estimate of wetlands (though not necessarily jurisdictional) occurring along each of the Proposed 99 

Routes. While five percent of the Project area consists of wetlands (as described in Ameren 100 

Exhibit 5.2, Appendix A), wetlands comprise less than two percent of any representative right-101 

of-way associated with the Proposed Routes.  A desktop assessment and field review of the 102 

Proposed Routes has identified 15 wetlands along the Proposed Routes.  As shown in Ameren 103 

Exhibit 6.1, the Primary Route crosses five wetlands totaling approximately five acres whereas 104 

the Alternate Route crosses ten wetlands totaling approximately five acres. AIC will span 105 

wetlands and minimize the dredging and filling of wetlands to the extent feasible or practical 106 

through pole placement and other mitigation measures. 107 
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Q. Will the presence of wetlands along either of the Proposed Routes prevent that route 108 

from being constructed? 109 

A. No.  The potential for impact to wetlands along the Proposed Routes is not anticipated to 110 

prevent the route from being constructed.  Further, the location and extent of impacts to wetlands 111 

is dependent on the location of the final approved route, and more specifically, the location of 112 

poles along this route.  Any necessary or required field surveys specific to the approved route 113 

will be conducted.  AIC will obtain all required permits or approvals prior to construction and 114 

will implement any appropriate or required wetland mitigation measures during construction.  As 115 

such, I do not believe that the presence of wetlands along the Proposed Routes will prevent any 116 

of these routes from being constructed.   117 

Q. Are any state protected species or habitats known to occur in relation  to the 118 

Proposed Routes? 119 

A. No.  Information regarding the potential for occurrence of state threatened and 120 

endangered species and Illinois Natural Areas Inventory sites relative to the Proposed Routes 121 

was obtained from the Illinois Department of Natural Resources Natural Heritage Inventory 122 

database.  Based on this information, no Illinois Natural Area Inventory sites or state-listed 123 

species are known to occur within more than five miles of the Proposed Routes.  124 

Q. Do any federally protected species or habitats have the potential to occur in relation 125 

to the Proposed Routes? 126 

A. Yes.  ERM reviewed the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s species list for Peoria County.  127 

Three federally-listed species have the potential to occur : the threatened Decurrent false aster 128 

(Boltonia decurrens), the threatened Eastern prairie fringed orchid (Platanthera leucophaea), 129 
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and the endangered Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis).  The Decurrent false aster is also a threatened 130 

state-listed species in Illinois known to occur in Peoria County; however, no recorded 131 

occurrences are located along the Proposed Routes.  The Eastern prairie fringed orchid and 132 

Indiana bat are also endangered state-listed species in Illinois, although no observations of these 133 

species have been recorded in Peoria County.  134 

Q. Will further analysis be undertaken? 135 

A. Yes.  AIC will continue consultation with the Illinois Department of Natural Resources 136 

and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, seeking their review of the Proposed Routes to further 137 

identify any potential for impacts to protected species or habitats.  Maps of the Proposed Routes 138 

have been provided to these agencies.  Impacts to protected species will be further analyzed 139 

following continued agency coordination, and any necessary or required field surveys specific to 140 

the approved route will be conducted.  AIC will also conduct any necessary reviews or 141 

assessments and obtain all required permits or approvals prior to construction. 142 

Q. Will the presence of protected species or their habitats along the Primary Route 143 

prevent that route from being constructed? 144 

A. No.  The potential for impact to protected species or their habitats along the Primary 145 

Route is not anticipated to prevent the route from being constructed.  While three threatened or 146 

endangered plant or wildlife species have the potential to occur within the Project area, no state-147 

listed species known recorded occurrences are located within five miles of the Proposed Routes 148 

(as derived from information obtained from the Department of Natural Resources in January 149 

2013).  Since AIC will continue agency consultation, complete any required field surveys and 150 

obtain all required permits or approvals prior to construction, I do not believe that the potential 151 
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for impact to protected species or their habitats along the Proposed Routes would prevent any of 152 

these routes from being constructed.  153 

IV. CULTURAL IMPACTS 154 

Q. Has AIC addressed the potential for impact to cultural resources that may result 155 

from the Project? 156 

A. On behalf of AIC, ERM consulted the Illinois Inventory of Archaeological Sites and the 157 

Historic Architectural and Archaeology Resources Geographic Information System databases in 158 

August 2012 to assess the extent of previous surveys and the occurrence of archaeological sites, 159 

as well as the occurrence of historic architectural resources, within immediate proximity to the 160 

Proposed Routes.  The following table summarizes the occurrence of known archaeological and 161 

historic resources relative to the Proposed Routes identified during this literature review. 162 

Known Archaeological Sites within 75-Feet of Proposed Routes 

Proposed Route 
No. of Known 

Archaeological Sites 
No. Listed on the National 
Register of Historic Places 

Primary Route 0 0 
Alternate Route 4 0 
Segment Option 1 0 0 
Segment Option 2 0 0 
Segment Option 3 0 0 
Segment Option 4 0 0 

 While 188 known archaeological sites are known to occur within the Project area (as 163 

described in Ameren Exhibit 5.2, Appendix A), only four sites occur within 75-feet of the 164 

Proposed Routes, and all are located along the Alternate Route.  There are no archaeological 165 

sites within 75-feet of the Primary Route.   166 
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Q. Based on the information related to cultural resources that you have reviewed to-167 

date, do you believe the presence of cultural resources would prevent the Transmission 168 

Line from being constructed? 169 

A. Due to the location of the Proposed Routes mostly along active agricultural land and 170 

existing pre-disturbed rights-of-way, I would not anticipate that the potential occurrence of 171 

archaeological or historic resources would prevent the Transmission Line from being 172 

constructed.  Further, the location and extent of impacts to cultural resources is dependent on the 173 

location of the final approved route, and more specifically, the location of poles along that route.  174 

AIC will continue to consult with the Illinois Historic Preservation Agency in an effort to 175 

identify and minimize the potential for impacts to cultural resources.  Any necessary or required 176 

field surveys specific to the approved route will be conducted.  AIC will obtain all required 177 

permits or approvals prior to construction.  AIC will minimize the potential for direct impact to 178 

cultural resources through pole placement to the extent feasible or practical.  As such, I do not 179 

believe that the potential for impact to cultural resources along the Proposed Routes would 180 

prevent any of these routes from being constructed. 181 

V. REGULATORY APPROVALS 182 

Q. Has AIC contacted the relevant state and federal agencies regarding environmental 183 

and regulatory aspects of the Project? 184 

A. Yes.  On behalf of AIC, ERM has either sought information from these entities through 185 

publicly available sources for the purposes of route development and selection, invited these 186 

agencies to the community representative forum meetings, or directly contacted these agencies 187 

for the purpose of reviewing the Proposed Routes.  These agencies include the Illinois 188 

Department of Natural Resources, Illinois Historic Preservation Agency, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 189 
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Service, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Illinois 190 

Department of Agriculture, Illinois Department of Transportation and Illinois Environmental 191 

Protection Agency.  AIC has initiated formal consultation with the following state or federal 192 

agencies by way of submitting correspondence to these agencies seeking their review of the 193 

Proposed Routes: 194 

Q. Please describe the status of agency contacts with respect to threatened and 195 

endangered species. 196 

A. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the Illinois Department of Natural Resources 197 

were invited to participate in the community representative forum meetings.  AIC has provided 198 

information associated with the Proposed Routes to both agencies.  Ameren Exhibit 6.2 includes 199 

correspondence  submitted to agencies, and any agency responses.  AIC will continue 200 

consultation with both the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the Illinois Department of Natural 201 

Resources.  Any necessary or required field surveys specific to the approved route will be 202 

conducted.  AIC will obtain all required permits or approvals prior to construction.  203 

Agency Issue of Interest 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Threatened and Endangered Species 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Wetlands and Waterways Review 
Illinois Department of Natural Resources State Natural Heritage Inventory database, 

Threatened and Endangered species, Nature 
Preserves, Floodways/Floodplains 

Illinois Historical Preservation Agency Cultural Resources Review 
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Q. Please describe the status of agency contacts with respect to wetlands and river 204 

crossings. 205 

A. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the Illinois Department of Natural Resources 206 

were invited to participate in the community representative forum meetings.  AIC has provided 207 

information associated with the Proposed Routes to both agencies.  Ameren Exhibit 6.2 includes 208 

correspondence  submitted to agencies, and any agency responses.   209 

The location and extent of impacts to jurisdictional waters is dependent on the location of 210 

the final approved route, and more specifically, the location of poles along that route.  Typically 211 

the Corps of Engineers is more formally engaged following approval of a route and assessment 212 

of potential impacts to jurisdictional waters specific to the route.  The anticipated jurisdictional 213 

wetland impacts will be separately reviewed in accordance with the provisions of a nationwide 214 

permit for these types of crossings.  As previously indicated, wetlands comprise less than two 215 

percent of any representative right-of-way associated with the Proposed Routes.  AIC will 216 

consult with the Corps of Engineers.  Any necessary or required field surveys specific to the 217 

approved route will be conducted.  AIC will obtain all required permits or approvals prior to 218 

construction. 219 

Q. Please describe contacts with the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency and the 220 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding potential contaminated areas. 221 

A. Both agencies were invited to participate in the community representative forum 222 

meetings.  The Illinois Environmental Protection Agency’s online geographic information 223 

system data was reviewed to obtain locations of known contaminated sites.  No underground 224 

storage tanks or known contaminated sites occur along the Proposed Routes.  AIC will obtain all 225 

required permits or approvals, including any required National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 226 
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System permit or approval, prior to construction.  A Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan will 227 

be developed for the selected Route and adhered to during construction. 228 

Q. Please describe the status of approval from the Illinois Historic Preservation 229 

Agency. 230 

A. The Illinois Historic Preservation Agency was invited to participate in the community 231 

representative forum meetings.  AIC has provided information associated with the Proposed 232 

Routes to the Historic Preservation Agency.  Ameren Exhibit 6.2 includes correspondence  233 

submitted to agencies, and any agency responses.  AIC will continue consultation with the 234 

Historic Preservation Agency.  Any necessary or required field surveys specific to the approved 235 

route will be conducted.  AIC will obtain all required permits or approvals prior to construction.   236 

Q. Please describe the status of other applicable regulatory approvals. 237 

A. Other applicable regulatory approvals may include compliance with local permitting 238 

requirements and continued coordination with affected state and federal agencies, as applicable 239 

or appropriate.  The location of the final approved route will determine other required regulatory 240 

approvals.  AIC will obtain all other necessary permits or approvals as required.   241 

Q. Do your responses regarding continued agency consultation and obtaining any 242 

required permits in advance of construction also apply to the new Mapleridge Substation 243 

site? 244 

A. Yes.  While the new Mapleridge Substation site has been identified, the extent of any 245 

potential impacts requiring permits or approvals has not yet been fully evaluated.  Similar to the 246 

Proposed Transmission Line, AIC will obtain all necessary permits or approvals as required for 247 

the substation.   248 
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Q.  Please summarize AIC’s compliance with applicable statutory or rule 249 

requirements. 250 

A. The table below summarizes AIC's compliance 251 

Statute or Rule 
Reference 

Subject of Statute or Rule Action by Petitioner 

20 ILCS 830 Interagency Wetland Policy Act AIC will continue agency 
consultation and obtain all 
required permits or 
regulatory approvals, as it 
relates to the final approved 
route, as applicable or 
appropriate. 

20 ILCS 3420 Illinois State Agency Historic 
Resources Preservation Act 

AIC has initiated 
consultation with the 
Illinois State Historic 
Preservation Agency.  AIC 
will continue consultation 
as further necessary or 
appropriate. 

505 ILCS 5 Agricultural Areas Conservation 
and Protection Act 

As discussed by AIC 
witness Mr. Roger Nelson, 
AIC has consulted with the 
Illinois Department of 
Agriculture.  An 
Agricultural Impact 
Mitigation Agreement 
(“AIMA”), addressing a 
broad range of agricultural 
concerns, has been executed 

505 ILCS 75 Farmland Preservation Act As discussed by Mr. 
Nelson, AIC has consulted 
with the Illinois Department 
of Agriculture.  An AIMA 
has been executed 

520 ILCS 10/11 Illinois Endangered Species 
Protection Act 

AIC has initiated 
consultation with the 
Illinois Department of 
Natural Resources. AIC will 
continue consultation as 
further necessary or 
appropriate. 
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Statute or Rule 
Reference 

Subject of Statute or Rule Action by Petitioner 

525 ILCS 30/17 Illinois Natural Areas Preservation 
Act 

No dedicated nature 
preserves would be affected 
by any of the Proposed 
Routes.  AIC will continue 
consultation with the 
Illinois Department of 
Natural Resources, as 
further necessary or 
appropriate. 

615 ILCS 5 Rivers Lakes and Streams Act AIC will continue agency 
consultation and obtain all 
required permits or 
regulatory approvals, as it 
relates to the final approved 
route, as applicable or 
appropriate. 

8 Ill. Adm. Code 700 Farmland Preservation Rules As discussed by Mr. 
Nelson, AIC has consulted 
with the Illinois Department 
of Agriculture.  An AIMA 
has been executed.   

17 Ill. Adm. Code 
1075 

Consultation Procedures for 
Assessing Impact of Agency 
Actions on Endangered and 
Threatened Species and Natural 
Areas 

AIC has initiated 
consultation with the 
Illinois Department of 
Natural Resources. AIC will 
continue consultation with 
the Department of Natural 
Resources and local 
governments as further 
necessary or appropriate. 

83 Ill. Adm. Code 
300 

Guidelines for Rights of Way 
Acquisition 

As discussed by Mr. 
Nelson, AIC will acquire 
the necessary land rights for 
the Project in accordance 
with 83 Ill. Adm. Code Part 
300. 

83 Ill. Adm. Code 
305 

Construction of Electric Power and 
Communication Lines 

As discussed by AIC 
witness Mr. Adam Molitor, 
AIC will install, operate and 
maintain the Transmission 
Line in accordance with 83 
Ill. Adm. Code Part 305. 
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Statute or Rule 
Reference 

Subject of Statute or Rule Action by Petitioner 

605 ILCS 5 
925 Ill. Adm. Code 
530 

Illinois Highway Code 
Accommodation of Utilities on 
Right-of-Ways 

AIC will obtain all 
necessary highways and 
railway permits.   

14 CFR 77 Object Affecting Navigable 
Airspace 

AIC will submit any 
notification and associated 
information to the Federal 
Aviation Administration for 
review, as appropriate.  No 
conflict with restricted or 
protected airspace is 
anticipated. 

33 CFR 203-384 Code of Federal Regulations; Title 
33 – Navigation and Navigable 
Waters; Chapter II – Corps of 
Engineers, Department of the 
Army 

AIC will continue agency 
consultation and obtain all 
required permits or 
regulatory approvals, as it 
relates to the final approved 
route, as applicable or 
appropriate. 

40 CFR 401 Protection of Environment AIC will continue agency 
consultation and obtain all 
required permits or 
regulatory approvals, as it 
relates to the final approved 
route, as applicable or 
appropriate. 

VI. CONCLUSION 252 

Q. Does this conclude your direct testimony? 253 

A. Yes, it does.254 
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APPENDIX 

Delivering sustainable solutions in a more competitive world 
 

Ms. Heater is a Senior Project Manager within ERM’s 
Rolling Meadows, Illinois, office. Mrs. Heater has more 
than 10 years of experience in the management and 
preparation of environmental impact assessments and 
permit applications for a variety of energy projects 
including wind energy development, electric 
transmission lines, and power generation facilities. She 
has experience in developing regulatory permitting 
strategies, conducting feasibility and siting studies, and 
preparing and filing environmental impact statements. 
 
Ms. Heather has coordinated regulatory permit processes 
at the federal, state and local level and has extensive 
working knowledge of U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Rivers and Harbors Act, Section 10; Clean Water Act, 
Sections 401/404; National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) related studies and regulatory permitting; and 
Coastal Zone Management. 
 
Ms. Heater has led agency coordination and consultation 
efforts with various agencies such as State Historic 
Preservation Offices (SHPOs), Departments of Natural 
Resources (DNR), the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS), and the United States Army Corps of 
Engineers (USACE). She has a current and thorough 
understanding of federal and state environmental 
regulations in Illinois, Michigan, Indiana, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, New York, and New Jersey.

Fields of Competence 
 Environmental impact assessments 
 NEPA compliance 
 Federal, state, and local permitting 
 Feasibility and siting studies 
 Fisheries and marine biology 
 Coastal zone management 
 Land use and permitting 

 
Education 

 Master of Science, Environmental Resource 
Management, Florida Institute of Technology, 
1999 

 Bachelor of Science, Marine Biology, Florida 
Institute of Technology, 1997 
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Key Projects 
 
Illinois Rivers Project 
Mrs. Heater is assisting with a 380-mile 345 kV transmission 
line that originates in Missouri, extends across Illinois, and 
terminates in Indiana.  ERM is providing the following 
scope of services:  siting/routing studies; stakeholder 
engagement and public involvement; field studies and 
surveys; agency coordination and consultation; state 
licensing; permitting; and land and easement acquisition. 
 
Mapleridge to Fargo Project 
Ms. Heater is serving as the Project Manager for a 30-mile 
345 kV transmission line in Illinois. ERM is providing the 
following scope of services:  siting/routing studies; 
stakeholder engagement and public involvement; field 
studies; agency coordination and consultation; and state 
licensing. 
 
Fargo-St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Line Project 
Mrs. Heater is providing technical staff support for the 
Fargo to St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Line Project. 
The project involves a new double circuit 345 kV electric 
transmission line extending from near Fargo, North Dakota 
to near St. Cloud, Minnesota. The project is approximately 
180 miles in length and involves the siting of a new 
substation and expansion of an existing substation. ERM's 
scope of services includes routing, stakeholder engagement 
and public involvement, agency consultation, field studies, 
licensing and permitting, and miscellaneous environmental 
support. 
 
Monticello-St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Line Project 
Mrs. Heater is providing technical staff support for the 
Monticello to St. Cloud 345 kV Transmission Line Project.  
The project involves a new double circuit 345 kV electric 
transmission line extending from near St. Cloud, Minnesota 
to near Monticello, Minnesota. The project is approximately 
30 miles in length and involves the siting of a new 
substation and expansion of an existing substation. ERM's 
scope of services includes agency consultation, field studies, 
permitting, and miscellaneous environmental support. 
 
Bemidji-Grand Rapids 230-kV 68-mile Transmission Line 
Project  
Mrs. Heather served as a technical specialist supporting 
third-party preparation of a NEPA EIS and state-NEPA 
equivalent EIS for a new 68-mile transmission line in the 
U.S. Forest Service Chippewa National Forest in Minnesota.  
 
Hiawatha 2-mile Transmission Line Project  
Mrs. Heather served as a technical specialist supporting 
third-party preparation of a state-NEPA equivalent EIS for a 
new 2-mile transmission line in Minnesota. 
 

Hudson Transmission Energy Project 
Mrs. Heater served as project manager for a proposed High 
Voltage Direct Current (DC) transmission facility linking the 
PJM Interconnection with the New York Independent 
System Operator. The Project involved the construction of a 
back-to-back Alternating Current (AC)-DC-AC converter 
station in Ridgefield, New Jersey, and installation of a new 
AC electric transmission cable system across the Lower 
Hudson River from New Jersey to New York. 
 
Cross Hudson Project 
Mrs. Heater served as assistant project manager and assisted 
with the completion of environmental impact assessments 
and regulatory permitting requirements for the construction 
and installation of an electric transmission line underground 
and submarine cable system in the Hudson River and 
associated land-based facilities in New Jersey and New York 
City. The cable system was approximately 7 miles long 
(including upland and submarine portions), and would 
transmit approximately 500 MW of AC energy as well as 
fiber optic communications. Mrs. Heater was responsible for 
the environmental resource evaluations and preparation of 
supporting documentation on existing resources, impact 
assessments, and mitigation measures related to marine 
resources, avian resources, and endangered and threatened 
species.  
 
Long Island Sound Submarine Cable Replacement Project 
Mrs. Heater assisted with environmental resource 
evaluations and preparation of supporting documentation 
on existing resources, impact assessments, and mitigation 
measures related to marine resources, avian resources, 
endangered and threatened species, and coastal wetlands. 
Mrs. Heater assisted with the preparation of regulatory 
permit applications including an Application for Certificate 
of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need to the 
Connecticut Siting Council, Application for Article VII 
Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need 
to the New York State Department of Public Service, and 
other federal and state environmental permits. 
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