
BEFORE 'THE F'UBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE SPATE OF SOUTI4 DAKOTA 

IN TI-IE PAATTER OF THE COMlJLAllUT FILED BY ) ORDER DISMISSING 
MARVIN BUEHNER. M.D., OF FWPID CITY, SOUTH ) imXmfmI 
DAKOTA, AGAINST BLACK HILLS POWER & ) 
LIGHT. 1 EL95-OO!) 

On May 0. 1995, the South Dakota Publ~c U t ~ l ~ l ~ e s  Cornrnrss~on (I:ornm~ssion) 
received a cornpla~nt from Marv~n Buehner. M D . of Rap~d C~ty. South Dakota, alleg~ng lhat 
Black Hills Power 8 L~ght Company (BHPL). In a rneet~ng w ~ l h  affected iionieowners 
concerning its plans to upgrade iln ex~sting power lrne. faded to " adequately address 
the potential health and safety issues regard~ng the h~gh  voltage llnes in res~dent~al areas. 
alternative option considerations, and most importantly the proper course of publ~c 
disclosure of the plans by a larger publ~cly supported corporat~on to place structures that 
affect the aesthetics, property value. and poss~bly the safety of an establ~shed 
ne~yhborhood '' Compla~nant subm~tted as part of hrs compla~nt a petlllon s~gned by an 
additional 11 residents which 1ndi::ated that these resldents supported " an rrnrlred~ate 
halt to plarls for construction of li~c:h voltage power lines by the Black H~lls Power and L~ght 
Company at the per~phery of our nerghborhood unt~l safety and aesthetic issues have been 
addressed in a public forum " For rel~ef Dr Buehner requested the follow~ng " a delay 
in the  nitt tat ion of construct~on until the c~t~zens of Rap~d C~ty have had the opporlun~ty to 
review the plans. conslder altern,3t1ves. and express the~r views in a publ~c forum " 

On May 16. 1995. BHPL cc~nducted a publ~c meeting attended by Cornrn~ssion Staff 
and affected res~dents Dur~ng this meet~ng. BHPL explained its plans to upgrade 11s 
transrn~ss~onldrstrtbut~on line and resldents expressed the~r concerns about the plan 

Pursuant to SDCL 49-3444-1 and ARSD 20 10 01 08 01 20 10 O i  09 ;!O 10 01 10 
and 20 10 01 11 01 if a compla~nt cannot be settled w~lhout formal actlon the Comrn~ss~on 
shall determine if the compla~nl shsws probable cause of an unlawful or unreasonable act 
rate, practlce or ornlsslon to go fc~rward w~th  the compla~rit and serve 11 upon respondent 
BHPL 

On May 30. 1995. at its re!]ularly scheduled rneetlng. tho Comrrl~ssron cons~dersd 
the corr~plaint. Dr. Buehner. Peter Rag1:one (another homeowner). and 7'0m Fr~tz (attorney 
for Pal Hall. homeowner) explained the nature of thew complalnl Ted Massey. 
representative of BHPL. presenle~3 the pos~tion of BHPL Mr Massey erpla~ned lhat RI-IPL 
currently has a 12.400 volts exi:sting electric line. BHPL w~l l  constn~ct a 69.000 volts 
electric line with a 12.400 volts under bu~lt electric l~ne  to replace the ex~st~ng 12.400 volts 
electric line. Pursuant to SDCL. 49-418-2 1 the Commrss~on only has spec~fic sit~ng 
authority over an elecfr~c transrnis!;ion l ~ne  with a des~gn of 11 5 000 volts or rnore Steve 
Wegman of Commission Staff ext~lained the effects of EMF and the standards w ~ t h ~ n  the 
electr~cal industry 



The Cornmission finds that the procedure followed by BHPL in upgrading its 
transnlissionldistribution lines ar~d its public disclosure to the public did not constitute an 
unlawful or unreasonable act, rate, practice, or omission As the Commission's final 
decision in this matter, it is themfore. 

ORDERED that the complaint is dismissed, and i t  is 

FURTHER ORDERED that the docket is closed 

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota. th~s fl day of June 1995 

The understgned hereby cenlOes lhat this 
daunwnt has teen sewso today upan ,111 
parlei 3f reccrd in lhts awhi" as 11sIed on ~tle 

I d i r k s  serve tat by facsmte a# by Rrrl clacis 
mall ir Frrperh/ 2ddrzswd cnveluws vnlh 
char*!s prepad thereon 


