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BEFORE T I E  PUBLIC UZzLIlTES C O m S S I O N  
OF THE STATE OF S O W  D a O T A  

&ate of South Dakota 1 
133  

counly of Edmwnds 1 

IN TIZE MATTER OF THE ~~~~ 
FOR DESIGNATION OF MONTANA* 
DGOTA UTLImS CO. AS 
EZ;ECTRIC SBRWCE PROVlDER FOR 
THE NEW NORm CENTRAZ 
FARNERS ELEVATOR LOCATTON IN 
E O ' W D ~  SOUTH DSOTA,  AS A 
1LARTJ.E LOAD CUSTOMER. 

& Keith H a y ,  bhaving been first duly mom upon my oath, azk as foll~ws: 

DOCmT NUMBER. ELO6-Q 1 1 

AFFIDAVIT' OF KEITl3 WAINY 

1, I am ~e IJand Managm of North CenM Farmers Elevabr ("North 

Chmd'~), which is located is Ipswich, South Dakota. No& Central i~ plannitlg to build a 

nav g m h  handling facility in B o d e ,  South Dakota (the 'Tacility" or the '"Bow& 

Faciliy?. 

2. The B ~ ~ d l e  l?x%ty is located within &the assigned sBtrice tmitory of FEM 

ElEleclric Association, hc. ('"FW). North Cmtrd i s  a cunem nzstomw of E M ,  as i s  

N& Central's grain ha4dliug plant located in Craven, South Dakota ("Cr~ven 

3. I have been enga~ed 31 ongoing neg~tiatiom M FEN for p v i , $ d g  of 

dectric s d c a  to the Bovdte Fmdity- As mast FEM cwornm, it is North CmWs 

desire to expand its cutrat business relationship with FEM by having FEM provide 

electric services tn th Bowdle Facility. 
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4. Moatma Dakota Utilities Company (''MDUT') )will provide natural gas to the 

Bowdls Fadity. MDU asked to be allowed to submit a bid for electcic service; to the 

Bowdle Facility, which M13U assumed was a Iarge load. 

5. I did nut take 'any txction on MDU's pmposal. hstead 7 entered inta an 

agreement for electrical d c l e s  to .the Eavdle Facility with FEM on or about April 13, 

2006. Sh this Eleattical Senice Agreement, thae is not a specified conttadted minimum 

load of over m .thous& kilowstts. . . 
I 
I 

6. It is my opidod, based upon North Central's analysis and previous expwimcq 1 
that the Bowdh Facility PriZl not reqllire a minimum dmand of 2,000 kilowtts, I b e  

tbis opinion on tbR electric utility requirerslwlts of tha Cfaven Elevator. In 2005, Craven 

Elevator loaded more BNSF shuttle tmim than any other handling h i f r t y  jn South 

Dakota, Craven Elevator, it uses less thm 1,500 kilowatt$ of power. The B d e  

Fwility i s  not antidpated to handle the valme o f  grain that the Cmvm Elevatar handles. 

Thus, I do not believe that the BowdIa Facility wiU have w eIectrIcd &mmd of more 

thau 2,000 I d l o w .  

8. In addition to not being a large biddable Ioad under SQCL 8 49-34A-$6, it is 

N d  Cetiftal's clear and stated prekr~?nce far FEM to be the electric service pvider  of 

a.z Bowdle Facility, which is evidenced by the Electric Service Agr~xmePt: between the 

parties. Because the ~ o w d l t  Facility is withirJ. F W s  sm'ce brritory, no Commission 

mion is neccss~try, 8trd North CenW did not petition the Commimion for approval of arr 

altmmtive clmbic service pm?i&. 

9. Titoe is of  the essence for oomtrwti~s o f  f i e  electrical submstation to serve the 

Bowdle Facility, and it i s  a great hardship to my oompmy to be involved in unnecessary 
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litigation improperly i i l i r iad by a competing electric service p ~ d e t .  I request that the 

Commission dismiss the petition of MDZT bemuse 1) this load is aut over 2,000 

Idlowat&, and 2) it i s  North Central's p f e f m c c  to have FI?M serve the Bowdla Friciliry. 

Notary Public 
My commission expires: 4-3 
NohrymhlNamr: I:~* 


