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Q: What is your name and business address. 1 

A: My name is Sid Nelson.  My business operates out of the Morris Municipal 2 

Airport, 9980 N. Rt. 47 Morris, Illinois 60450. 3 

Q. Have you previously submitted prepared testimony in this proceeding? 4 

A. Yes, I have previously submitted prepared direct testimony, dated June 25, 2013, 5 

which is identified as Illinois Landowners Alliance, NFP (“ILA”) Exhibit 4.0. 6 

Q: What is the purpose of your testimony today? 7 

A: I am submitting this testimony to respond to the testimony submitted on behalf of 8 

Rock Island Clean Line (“Rock Island”).  Specifically, my testimony is to respond to 9 

testimony of Mr. Detweiller. 10 

Q: In Rock Island’s Response to ILA Data Request 3.51, Mr. Detweiller has 11 

suggested that aerial applicators can come within 25 feet of transmission structures 12 

when flying their application routes.  Is this true? 13 

A: Not necessarily.  This may be true for lines that run directly along the road or 14 

other certain circumstances.  However, it is inappropriate to make such a generalized 15 

statement. Doing so necessarily ignores guy wires, different transmission structures that 16 

may be used, and other conditions of the land and air space.  All of these conditions 17 

would make it more likely that fifty to one-hundred feet of clearance is appropriate.   18 

Q: Has Rock Island ignored cumulative effects of power lines, such as the 19 

proposed project, on aerial applicators? 20 



ILA Exhibit 4.1 – Docket 12-0560 

Rebuttal Testimony of Sid Nelson 

Page 3 of 5 

 

 

A: Yes.  In Rock Island’s Response to ILA Data Request 3.52, Mr. Detweiller simply 21 

does not answer whether or not Rock Island considered the cumulative effects of existing 22 

power lines and new power line construction on aerial applicators.  Additionally, he 23 

limits his response to Grundy County despite acknowledging that I have business 24 

elsewhere.  Rock Island Response to ILA Data Request 3.53. 25 

Q: Has Rock Island ignored the cumulative effects of power lines along with 26 

wind farms, such as the proposed project, on aerial applicators? 27 

A: Yes.  In Rock Island’s Response to ILA Data Request 3.51, Mr. Detweiller 28 

explicitly states that Rock Island did not consider these cumulative effects.  In particular, 29 

there is a planned wind farm in Bureau County, which will be built near the line.  30 

Q: Why is this important? 31 

A: Mr. Detweiller correctly states that aerial application businesses are still a going 32 

concern in the Grundy County area.  Rock Island Exhibit 7.30, lines 292 – 294.  33 

However, this statement necessarily implies that because previous power lines did not put 34 

aerial applicators out of business, this one will not either.  This is incorrect.  Mr. 35 

Detweiller and Rock Island ignore the fact that each additional power line built 36 

necessarily removes land from possible aerial application.   37 

Mr. Detweiller incorrectly states that by multiplying the miles of line by the width 38 

– incorrect as it may be – needed, Rock Island can obtain the acreage out of availability.  39 

This ignores cumulative effects and is simply an incorrect way of reaching the amount of 40 

land unavailable for aerial application. 41 
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Q: Why is this methodology incorrect? 42 

A: For example, if a long narrow field is impacted by the proposed power line 43 

running along and parallel to its narrower side, the whole field may be practically 44 

unavailable for aerial application.  This is because application would require many passes 45 

going across the narrow width of the field, rather than a few long length passes facing the 46 

line at the one end of each pass.  It would not be cost-effective to make multiple passes 47 

and turns to spray along the narrow width.  Thus, while technically still available for 48 

aerial application, economically it is not. 49 

The proposed line, combined with existing power lines, may also have cumulative 50 

effects. For example, the building of this line may require an applicator to make a turn 51 

that he or she never used to make.  However, where there are existing power lines, such 52 

turns may not be available.  Further, if the turn would happen to be over a population 53 

center, it would become unavailable.  Additionally, a turn in the middle of a wind farm 54 

may also be impossible, with many turbines scattered across vast areas of land.  All of 55 

these examples show how the proposed line could result in vast modification of plans for 56 

application on fields that may or may not be economical.  Accordingly, the line could end 57 

the availability of aerial application for entire fields, and not just the narrow strip of land 58 

assumed by Rock Island. 59 

Q: Did Rock Island appropriately study the land to be impacted? 60 

A: No.  Rock Island could not have accurately determined the amount of land 61 

impacted.  Rock Island admits that it “has not fully surveyed all electric lines in Grundy 62 
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County,” let alone all of the other counties the line crosses.  Rock Island Response to ILA 63 

Data Request 3.52.  Without this information and without information associated with the 64 

planned wind farm, Rock Island has underestimated the impact to aerial application.   65 

Q: Does Rock Island purport to provide you any compensation for its proposed 66 

project’s adverse impact on your business? 67 

A: No.  While, I am concerned for my farmer-clients who will not have aerial 68 

application available to them, my business will also be affected.  As mentioned above, 69 

Rock Island has underestimated the impact of this line to me and other aerial applicators.  70 

Despite Rock Island’s proposed actions directly decreasing my revenues through loss of 71 

available land to spray, Rock Island has already summarily refused to provide 72 

compensation.  Rock Island Response to ILA Data Request 3.53.  It has done so based 73 

upon a mistaken method of determining the amount of land that would be unavailable for 74 

application.  It made this mistake despite knowing that it was calculating effects in a 75 

single county – rather than across the state –  and without all the information needed to 76 

measure acreage loss. 77 

Q: Does this conclude your testimony? 78 

A: Yes. 79 


