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Cathy Dyer 
Cookeville, Tennessee 
Comment: 

“I believe that TVA can use existing infrastructure to avoid damaging many 
homes and businesses for a new transmission line.  This proposed project 
would damage the environment by destroying habitat for native animals.  Also, it 
destroys many homes and farms, needlessly.  Please abandon this project.” 

Peggy Evans 
Cookeville, Tennessee 
Comment: 

“For the life of me I can not figure out why TV would not use an existing right-of-
way to run a new line.  The folks living on Buck Mountain paid extra money to 
have buried utilities.  This was to preserve the look of living in the woods. 

Now, of all the proposed routes, the only one you choose is the one which 
destroys what nature is left and negates the purpose of burying utilities.  Why? 

I do not live in that area and I do have utility lines showing in my neighborhood.  
But, if I and my neighbors had paid extra to bury utilities, I would be as offended 
as the Buck Mountain residents. 

It would be prudent for you to reconsider the chosen route.  Please consider a 
less damaging route.  The beautiful Cookeville we moved to 3 years ago is 
rapidly disappearing under an assault of power lines, billboards and blacktop.  
Enough is enough.” 

J. C. Finch 
Cookeville, Tennessee 
Comment: 

“I'd like to make three points about this project:    1)The need for this project has 
not been demonstrated.  UCEMC has declared there is a need but has shown 
no proof for such.  The taxpaying public has a right to review records that show 
there is a reason to build this transmission line.    2)The proposed route is the 
most environmentally damaging of possible routes and also destroys a number 
of homes. More consideration should be given to alternate routes, including SR-
111.    3)IF it is determined that this project is justified AND the proposed route 
is the only feasible one, I request that an Environmental Impact Statement be 
completed for this route.    U.S. citizens still require that our government follow 
democratic principles outlined in our constitution.  Those principles apply to all 
government agencies, including the Tennessee Valley Authority.” 

Dr. Richard C. Finch 
Cookeville, Tennessee 
Comment: 

“I oppose the proposed new Algood transmission line and substation as 
presently planned.         1) My understanding is that TVA proposes to build a 



 

Addendum B 328 

new transmission line because UCEMC claims it needs extra capacity.  But last I 
heard, UCEMC refused to make public any records that would document this 
need.  I do not believe that a destructive engineering project should be initiated 
on the say so of a corporation unwilling to make public the data that document 
the claimed needs.        2) If the need for additional capacity can be 
documented, the conservation approach to lower projected needs should be 
pushed far harder than it thus far has.         3) If there is a real need for a new 
transmission line, then the route that does the least damage to the homeowners 
in the Algood area and to the area's overall environment should be the route 
selected.  I believe that the route following SR-111 ROW has not been properly 
considered.  I realize that to do this would require an unusual degree of 
cooperation between TVA and TDOT, but both agencies are supposed to serve 
the public good and it would not hurt either to put out the extra effort to come up 
with a cooperative solution to any ROW issues TDOT might have.  Certainly 
using this route would be the least harmful to the environment and to the 
homeowners.  Thank you. 

Richard C. Finch 
Professor of Geology, retired” 

Dean Freitag 
Comment: 

“I did not take the time to scan 127 pages on the internet.  i would lke to be 
assured that the old transmission line will be removed and the area restored 
when the new line is in place.  Thank you, 

Dean Freitag” 
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Louise Gorenflo 
Crossville, Tennessee 
Comment: 
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Jewell M. Hall 
Cookeville, Tennessee 
Comment: 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Marilee Hall 
Cookeville, Tennessee 
Comment: 

“I would be interested in seeing proof that the line is necessary.  It is a large 
project and a major invasion of property and habitat, and I'd like to be assured 
that it is necessary. I would also like to understand whether or not an alternative 
route has been considered.  I am told that an alternative route along Hwy 111 
Right of Way was suggested.  It is already developed, and the property could be 
shared with TDOT- it seems like a workable solution, one that would not require 
so much destruction.  It would be so exciting for the TVA to embark on such a 
program in concert with another agency, rather than feeling the necessity to 
endanger wildlife and take land- land which is not renewable.” 
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Ada Haynes 
Cookeville, Tennessee 
Comment: 
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