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D~~~ judge wilbLIr: 

Enclosed please find an original signature page for the Appellee's Brief dated January 5, 2007 
previously forwarded to the Court and served on counsel. In reviewing this matter, it appears 
that the incon-ect signature page was affixed to the brief when it went out last Friday. The 
eiiclosed origiaal signature page is the coil-ect one and I respectf~dly ask that the Court simply 
substitute the enclosed signature page for the one originally affixed to the brief. As you will 
note the purpose of the coll-ection is to claiify that my client, the Big Stone I1 Co-ownem, are 
requesting oral argument in this matter. At this time I am in the process of coordinating dates 
with couixxl so that we can approach the Court with a group of dates in an effort to schedule 
the argument at the first convenient time for all the parties. 

If you have any q~~estions or concerns, please let me lalow. By copy of this coil-espondence 
along with copies of the coil-ected signature page I am advising counsel for the PUC and 
Appellants of the same and ask that they make the proper substitution of pages as well. 

Heather R. Springer'" 

Darin 1U Larsort 

Micl~ael K Tobin 

Clzristopher W Madsen 

Shei-ri L. Roter?'["l' 

Clzarles A. Lai-son 

Joanne M. Haase+ 

:[:Also licensed in Kansas 

'":"Also licensed in Colorado 

Lisa K. ~ ! ~ m o  I Sincerely yours, 

Gregg S. Greer@eield 

Rogei- A. S~rdbeck 

Clxistopl~er W. %dsen 
C W v j j  . .. 
E i ~ c l o s u ~ ~ -  
cc: - 01x1 Smith 

Jolm Davidson 
Elizabeth Goodpaster 
David Sasseville/Todd Guei-rero 
Bruce GerhardsodMarlc Bring 

Thanlc you for your consideration. 



Moreover, the econoinic discussion in the Coilmlission's decision to wlfich Appellants refer did 

not, in fact, occur lninediately following the carbon dioxide eilvisoimental impacts discussion. 

The latter discussion is in section 19 of the Coilmtission's decision (Findings 133-136), the 

foimer discussion in sections 22-23 beginning with Finding 144. 

Because the Coinmission did not in some way improperly balance its e~wiroimeiltal 

fuldings under SDCL 49-41B-22(2) with economic factors, Appellants' asgunlent that the 

Co~mnission overstated the Project's econoinic benefits by umderestimating the Project's 

exposure to possible fi~ture carbon dioxide regulatory costs, Appellants' Brief at 21-23, is 

irrelevant. See Appeallants' Brief p. 21-23. As set fort11 above, the Coimnission properly 

considered the many factors it was required to examine p~~rsuailt to the applicable statxtes and 
I 

n11es. 

a CONCLUSION 

Based on th~foregoing, a. . Co-owners respectfidly req~lest that tlis Co~11-t enter judgment 

affi~ining the iiu~dii~gs of fact and conclr~sions of law entered by the Soxt11 Ddcnta Public Utilities 

Commission. 

Dated this day of January, 2007 

Cluistopher W. Madsen 
BOYCE, GWENFIELD, PASHBY & WELIC, L.L.P. 
P.O. Box 5015 
Sio~lx Falls, SD 571 17-5015 
Telephone: (605) 336-2424 
Attorneys for Appellee Big Stone I1 Co-Owners 

REQUEST FOR ORAL ARGUMENT 

Appellee Otter Tail Power Coilll~any respectively req~lests oral asgrunent before this Court. 


