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State your names. 

 

 Charles Payne and Susan Payne  

 

Where do you live? 

  

 We live at 29397 Church Road, Sycamore, Illinois. 

 

What is your interest in the Grand Prairie Gateway Project? 

 

We live and work on a grain farm in DeKalb County that is located along 

ComEd’s primary route chosen to connect the Byron substation and the Wayne 

substation.  

 

What is your agricultural background? 

 

 We have been farming this land for about forty years. Neither of us grew up on a 

farm. Farming is something that Chuck had always wanted to do. When our children 

were young, we had the opportunity to buy the farm where we still live. Chuck learned to 

farm mostly by reading and doing and asking questions. As he farmed, he became more 

knowledgeable and conservation minded.  

 

Describe your farm. 

 

 Our family’s farm consists of 346 acres of mostly prime farmland. Our home and 

buildings serve as the center of the farm. We have lived and worked on the farm for 

almost forty years. It is where we raised our three children. It is where we live and work 

today.  

Our son, Jeff, who has earned a Bachelor of Science degree in Agriculture at 

Illinois State University, has taken over the farming operation as his livelihood. We have 

been conservation minded in our farming operation. Our son continues that tradition as 

the current farm operator. He has installed grass waterways to reduce erosion and 

maintains terraces. He has planted large grass areas on field borders as wildlife refuges. 

He has done these conservation practices with the guidance of the Natural Resource and 

Conservation Service. When he plants his crops, he does so with a no till planter to 

reduce erosion and to improve the soil structure. He plants directly into the residue left 

from the prior year’s crop. This leaves the soil and the worm holes mostly undisturbed. 

Where the land is gently rolling, he plants on the contour, which means he plants 

following the contour of the hills, rather than planting straight across the field. Planting 

that way helps prevent the water from running down the rows. He is very conscientious, 

and he takes good care of the land. 

 

Why are you submitting this testimony? 

 

 We are submitting this testimony to express our opposition to the proposed 345kV 

Grand Prairie Gateway Project proposed by ComEd to connect the Byron substation with 
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the Wayne substation. Our family is one of the many families that would be affected 

negatively if this project is allowed to proceed. In the short span of four months we went 

from initial notification of the proposed project in July to learning in October that our 

farm is on the primary route choice. 

 

Did you attend the informational meetings hosted by ComEd? 

 

 Yes, all members of our family attended the series of three meetings. When we 

arrived at the first meeting, it was clear that ComEd had been preparing their presentation 

for quite some time. Since then we have been trying to educate ourselves about the 

Project and process we know little about. 

 

What would be the negative impact of the proposed 345kV high line? 

 

 One of the major negative impacts would be the damage done to our farmland 

around the construction site. The heavy equipment would cause compaction and do 

damage that would almost be irreparable. Good soil structure is dependent on much more 

than just going in and ripping or disking the compacted soil and rearranging it to look 

about like it did before construction. Good soil structure is developed and maintained 

over the years by following good farming practices. Good soil is dependant on organic 

matter and air pockets formed by worms.  

 

 Our daughter and her family were just beginning to finalize plans to build a home 

on a suitable portion of the land north of the proposed line. They had been making plans 

to do that for quite some time. Since they are not interested in living near high voltage 

lines, they are giving up their dream of building their home there. A beautiful and 

valuable building site will become economically obsolete if the Project is approved. 

 

What are your other concerns? 

 

The first is the health concern from living so close to high voltage wires. Another 

concern is the difficulties created for farming under high voltage wires. A third concern is 

the decrease in property values caused by the proximity and the unsightliness of the 

towers and wires. Finally, the towers they are proposing to install are designed to carry 

two 345kV circuits on double circuit structures. This raises the concern that more lines 

will be added later. 

 

What is your biggest concern? 

 

The health issue certainly is the most important. That is the issue we go to sleep thinking 

about and wake up thinking about. Living and working so close to the power lines would 

be very disconcerting. We have grandchildren who spend quite a bit of time at our home. 

When we raised the concern at the open houses, ComEd’s people seemed to make light of 

it. One answer was that there was no “proof” of harm. There certainly is ample evidence 

of health concerns for both people and animals. Childhood leukemia, brain tumors, 
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Alzheimer’s, fatigue, headaches, and nausea are among many diseases and conditions 

associated with EMF’s.  

 

Besides the very real health concerns, noise pollution would almost certainly 

affect us. Being outside on the farmstead so close to the lines would certainly have a 

negative effect on our work place. 

 

We do not think it is fair to be put in the position of having to think about the 

dangers of electromagnetic fields for the rest of our lives or how it might be affecting our 

grandchildren. We will be exposed to the electromagnetic field 24 hours a day. We told 

ComEd at the meetings that we did not want to live near those wires. We asked several of 

the representatives if they lived under high voltage wires or if they would want to live 

near them. None that we talked to did. We did hear several times that the line “was going 

to go somewhere.” ComEd is seeking to come in against our wishes and construct this 

monstrosity on our property, only about two hundred feet from our farmstead. We do not 

think it is up to ComEd to be deciding if it is safe to live there or not. We think it is up to 

them to mitigate a horrible situation so that we feel comfortable in our own home. The 

way to mitigate the health concerns is to put the lines underground. 

 

Discuss the other concerns.  

 

ComEd and PJM have stated they need this power line to make their grid more 

“efficient.” That may be, but it will be a great hindrance to our farm. It is difficult to farm 

around high voltage towers. It will make using aerial application of cover crop seeding 

and pest control more difficult and more expensive—an added cost that will go on year 

after year. There will be a negative impact on the efficient use of farm equipment and 

storage facilities. Over this past summer our son has upgraded the storage bin with 

electronic sensors. There will be other technological advances in the future. The use of 

modern technology may well be limited by 345kV power lines so close to our farmstead. 

 

Like others along this corridor, our property values will be affected. We would 

say our house value will be close to zero. If we don’t want to live near high voltage wires, 

we can’t imagine that anyone else would either. Our farm is the cornerstone of our life 

and our retirement. It is our main source of income for our retirement years. To have so 

much value and enjoyment just taken away is unconscionable and incomprehensible. 

 

During the meetings, ComEd presented this as a 345kV project. However, the 

towers they are proposing are designed to carry more than twice that load. Mr. Steven 

Naumann stated on page 3 of his testimony that “… the majority of the Project will be 

built using ‘double-circuit ready’ towers that can accommodate a future second circuit 

without acquiring additional right-of-way or building new structures. Portions of the 

Project will use triple-circuit towers.”  We are concerned that there will always be the 

possibility of more wires coming, posing a greater threat. That is a very misleading way 

to present what they are proposing. 
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Do you have other thoughts? 

 

 ComEd does not seem to have to do anything to mitigate the damage they will be 

doing to so many businesses, farms, and residences. They only have to make a one time 

purchase of an easement large enough to carry their wires. All collateral damage and 

inconvenience is left to the business owner, the farm owner, or the home owner. This is 

not really providing low cost electricity when so much of the cost is hidden in private 

citizens’ lost equity. Please tell ComEd that that will have to change. There must be an 

alternative to stringing those dangerous, monstrous wires across our countryside. 

 

 At the Elgin Community College meeting one of the panelists asked, probably 

rhetorically, if it would be fair to ask ComEd’s customers to pay higher rates just to be 

able to put the lines underground. We feel that the answer to that question is: “Yes, that 

would be fair.” It makes more sense to us to ask the question: “Is it fair that the property 

owners located along the route have to sacrifice the enjoyment and comfort of their 

homes and lose equity in their homes, farms, and businesses to provide the route for 

ComEd to build the infrastructure to deliver electricity for ComEd to sell with the goal of 

increasing their profits.” That is the question that deserves the “no” answer.  

 

 Providing electricity at least cost is a worthy mandate and goal. But there are 

many factors that contribute to the cost of building this Project and providing low cost 

electricity. Acquiring the right of way and building the structures are only two of them. 

To single out burying the lines as too expensive is difficult to defend given the enormous 

savings and profits this Project would provide to ComEd. The added cost of burying the 

line is a small expense given the cost and inconvenience to the people providing the land 

to make the Project possible. If the lines cannot be put underground, the project should be 

abandoned. 

 

ComEd seems to have no sense of fairness when dealing with property owners. 

We don’t have any idea what we are going to be offered. “Be ready to negotiate when 

they come,” we were told at one of the open houses. When we asked how far they were 

required to stay away from residences we were told that they could go right over the 

house if they wanted to. It seems that there should be some requirements that ComEd 

needs to follow. The negative impact on property owners should be taken into 

consideration and addressed. More needs to be required from ComEd than that it use “… 

the least cost means of satisfying those objectives.” 

 

Laurie J. Oppel, testifying on behalf of Commonwealth Edison Company, 

testified to the enormous savings for ComEd customers. Over the “first 15 full years of its 

operation, the Grand Prairie Gateway Project will result in a total benefit to the customers 

in the ComEd zone of $1,228 million in nominal dollars.” (p.2 and p.5 of her testimony.) 

If approved, the Project would have a projected life of at least 50 years. That would put 

the benefit cited by Ms. Oppel in excess of 4 billion dollars. Putting the lines 

underground would cost only a small fraction of that amount. ComEd should be required 

to use a portion of the savings and profits generated by the Project to mitigate the health 
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concerns, the property value concerns, and the aesthetic concerns of the people providing 

the land to make the Project possible.  

 

What do you want to happen? 

 

We want the ICC to say no to ComEd. This is 2014. We should not be stringing 

those ugly, massive towers across the countryside, next to subdivisions, and around 

towns. Agriculture is very important to Illinois. If electricity is needed elsewhere, let’s 

provide it in a manner that at least leaves our farmland for farms and our homes safe from 

the worry of exposure to harmful waves. ComEd is a billion dollar company. They stand 

to realize huge profits from the completion of this project. The cost of the project and 

delivery of the electricity should be shouldered by ComEd and its customers. It should 

not be subsidized by the businesses and property owners along the route. I agree that low 

cost electricity is a worthwhile mandate, but it has to be provided in the context of 

keeping the property along the route as close to the way it was before the project was 

initiated.  

 

This project should not be approved as proposed by ComEd and PJM. Alternate 

solutions should be further explored that do not negatively impact innocent people and 

businesses. If a better, more equitable, and more logical solution cannot be achieved, the 

project should be abandoned. Perhaps a moratorium on all projects such as this one 

should be put in place. Then a more comprehensive plan could be developed for the state 

as a whole. Citizens of Illinois would then have time to discuss these issues with their 

legislators. If the Grand Prairie Gateway Project is deemed necessary and allowed to 

proceed, in spite of opposition and concerns, ComEd should be directed to install the 

wires underground. We do not want high voltage wires and towers on our farm. 

 

Does that conclude your testimony? 

  

 Yes. Thank you. 

 

 

 

 


