
STATE OF MINNESOTA 
BEFORE THE MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

Dale of Request: January 13,2006 

Requested By: Elizabeth Goodpaster 
Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy (MCEA) 
26 East Exclmlge Sheet, Suite 206 
St. Paul, MN 55101-1667 

~~ b p o o d ~ ~ a s t e . r ~ i m c e ~ ~ t e r . o ~ . ~  ~ ~- ~ ~~ ~ ~ ~~ . ~ 

651-223-5969 

Attonzeji for lzaak Walton League ofAmerica - Midivest Office .. 

A), Mimzesotans for a72 Energy-Eficient Econonzy (ME3), 
zion of Concerned Scientists (UCS), Vind on the .Wi~es  (770 

and Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy (MCEA) 

Request Due: January 23,2006 

In the Matter of the Application for a Docket No. ET-6131, ET-2, ET- 
Certificate of Need for Transmission L i e s  6130, E-252, ET-10, ET-6444, E- 
In Western Minnesota 017, ET91CN-05-619 

INFORMATION REQUEST NOS. 3-24 OF ME3, IWLA, UCS, WOW, and MCEA TO 
BIG STONE I1 CO-OWNERS 

** Please note that many of these i7flornzation requests refer to Big Stune Co-owners' 
responses to the First Anvaded Set of Interrogatories and Requests for Production. of 
Documents that ME3, IWLA, UCS and MCEA senled in South Dakota PUC. Docket 
EL05-022. Big Stone Co-owners incorporated by reference their responses to that 
discoveqi in this docket through their response to h~ornzation. Request No. 2 of ME3,. 
IWLA, UCS, F O K  a7zd MCEA. 

- ~ ~~ - -~ ~" 
J. Please provide copies of your responses to the Third Sets of Interrogatories and 
Requests for ~roduction of Docmnents served upon Big Stone I1 Co-owners in South 
Dakota Public.,Utilities Commission Docket No. ELO5-022, by ME3, IWLA, UCS and 
MCEA. For you  reference, the Third Sets of Inte~rogatories aud Requests for 
Production of Documents are attached hereto. 

4. Refer to Heartland Consumer Power District's (HCPD) response to 
ME3IIWLAIUCSIMCEA Amended First Set of Intetelrogatories, South Dalcota PUC 
Doclcet EL05-022, Interrogatory No. 24. 

a) Explain in detail what HCPD means by the statenlent "for Heartland's 
evaluation, not all resources were measured 'against' Big Stone 11." 



Page 23 states, "The capacity costs associated with the Big Stone coal-fired 
resource are projected to be significantly higher than the projected market price of 
capacity during the period 2008 to 2015. This indicates that it would not be likely 
that UP could sell surplus.Big Stone capacity to the marlcet and recoup the 
associated carrying costs." 

a) Does CMMPA agree with this statement? If so, explain why CMMPA has 
chosen to acquire a portion of Big Stone 11. 

- ~ ~, b) ~~~ If the ~~ answer to a) is no, provide the study or evidence that establishes the ~ ~. 
basis for the sel&ctiond Big Stone 11 as themost cost~effectiie~meiuii of '~ 
meeting the energy needs of CMMPA's members. 

13: Provide a copy of all DSM potential.or marlcet studies prepared by or on behalf of 
- I  ,.. CMWA or any of its Iiiem hers acquiring in-~Ig-~tolIe-~--sj,CeeJanU~Y 

1,2001. 

14. Refer to CMMPA's Response to ME3/IWLA/UCS/MCEA Amended First Set of 
Interrogatories, South Dakota PUC Docket EL05-022, Inierrogatory No. 14, as 
corrected by email correspondence on December 28,2005. Please identify what 
specific portions of Exhibit 7-6, Generation Resource Planning Study provide 
evidence of CMMPA's need for baseload capacity. 

15. Refer to Exhibit 7-6, Generation Resource Planning  stud^^ completed in April 
2002, attached to ME3/IWLA/UCS/MCEA Amended First Set of Interrogatories, 
South Dakota PUC Docket EL05-022, htei~ogatory No. 7. 

a) Does CMMPA believe that this study is CMMPA's best estimate of its 
need for long-term capacity and energy? If not, explain why not and 
provide CMMPA's best estimate of long-term capacity and energy needs. 

) If the answer to a) is yes, please explain how the fo~ecasted defidit of 
. .- capacity in the Generation Resource Plaizning Stua'j on page 9 for both . ~ .. .~ . 

Heartland Consumer Power District (HCPD) and CMMPA can be 
reconciled with the 2005 MAPP Load & Capability Forecast which 
forecasts capacity surpluses for CMMPA of as much as 138% above' and 
beyond demand and reserve requirekents in each year through 2014. 

16. Provide the study or specific evidence that establishes the need for Big Stone I1 
capacity being acquired for the City of Hutchinson by MRES. 

17. In electronic text or Excel format, provide the input and output files and the 
documents used to develop the inputs associated with the nmodel runs made in the 
preparation of tile most recent integrated resource plans for: 

a) Otter Tail Power, MPUC Doclcet No. RP05-968 



b) Montana-Dalcota Utilities - 2005 Integrated Resource Plan submitied to 
the North Dalcota Public Utilities Connnission 

c) Great River Energy, MPUC Doclcet No. W05-1100 
d) Missouri River Energy Services, MPUC Doclcet No. RP05-1.102 
e) Soutl~ern Mimesota Municipal Power Agency, MPUC Doclcet No. 

ET9llU'-03-966 

18. What oiher utilities, if any, use the IW-Manager model in addition to OTP? 

19. Identify the developer of the IW-Manager model, used by Otter Tail Power 
~~ ~ Colpally -~ YOTP"), -~~~ ~~ - ~ f f  m u G a g &  w ~ d ~ ~ & o f ~ d ~ l - , j  OTp ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ f ~ f 0 ~ ~ ,  

provide a copy of the design document for the model. 

If not included in the response to Information Request No. 17 above, for eve 
year through 2020, provide the winter and summer ctipacity ratings for each 
resources in Otler Tail Power Company's (OTP) Preferred Resource Plan, set 
for111 inthe OTP 2006-2020 Resource Plan, MPUC Doclcet No. W05-968. 

21. If not included in the response to Information Request No. 17 above, provide the 
market price forecast used in the IW-Manager model runs for developing the 
Otter Tail Power Company's (OTP) 2006-2020 Resource Plan, MPUC Docket 
NO. RP05-968. 

22. For each Co-owner, provide the winter and s m e r  peak demands and load 
capabilities that underlie the surplus/deficit forecasts presented in Figures 14, 16, 
18,20,22,24, and 26 of the Certificate of Need Application in this docket. 

pate: These are the same surplus/de$cit folecastspresented for the Big Stone I1 
Co-owners in the Exhibits to Section 3 of the Co-oi~lners ' South Dakota 
Application, SD PUC Docket No. EL05-022.1 

23. Refer to the response to ME3/IWLAiUCSIMCEA Amended First Set of 
Interrogatories, Soutll Dakota PUC Docket EL05-022, Interrogatory 2. 

Provide a copy of the HCPD documents identified: 2006-2019 Fina77cial Plan, 
2006- 2008 Budget Variance, 2006 Budget Load Forecast and Power Supply 
Cost, and 2005 Power Supply Analysis dated May 2005 bji Burns & AdcDon7zell. 

24. Refer to the response to ME3IIWLAiUCSIMCEA Amended First Set of 
Inte~~ogatories, South Dakota PUC Docket EL05-022, Interrogatory 2. 

Provide a copy of the R W Beck Planning Stud~i. 



STATE OF MINNESOTA 
OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS 

FOR THE MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

Date of Request: March 1,2006 

Requested By: Elizabeth Goodpaster 
Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy (MCEA) 
26 East Exchange Street, Suite 206 
St. Paul, MN 55101-1667 
beoodpaster@fnncenter.or~: 
651-223-5969 

Attornejl for Izaak Wa'alton League ofAnzerica -Midwest Ofice (IFTm), 
- Minnesotans for an Energy-Eficient Econonij) @3), Union of 

Concerned Scientists (UCs), Wind on the Wires (WOE9 and Minnesota 
Center for Enviroiznzental Advocacy (MCEA) 

Request Due: March 13,2006 

In the Matter of the Application for a MPUC Docket No. ET-6131, ET-2, ET- 
Certificate of Need for Transmission L i e s  6130, E-252, ET-10, ET-6444, E-017, 
In Western Minnesota ET91CN-05-619 

OAH Docket Nos. 12-2500-17037-2 and 
12-2500-17038-2 

INFORMATION REQUEST NOS. 25-49 OF ME3, IWLA, UCS, WOW, and MCEA TO BIG 
STONE n CO-OWNERS 

[PUBLIC VERSION] 

** Please note tlzat sonze of these iizfornzation requests refer to Big Stone Co-owners' responses 
to the sets of Interrogatories and Requests for Production of Documents tlzat ME3, I E U ,  UCS 
and MCEA se111ed in Soutli Dakota PUC Docket EL05-022. Big Stone Co-owners incorporated 
by reference tlzeir responses to tlzat discove7-p in this docket through tlzeir response to 
Infomzation Request No. 2 and No. 3 of ME3, IFTEA, UCS, WOE< and MCEA. 

25. For irzfomzation requests 25 tlzru 29, refer to your response in South Dakota PUC doclcet 
EL05-022 (JCO 0001 728 - JCO 001 732) to Maiy Jo Stueve 's Request for Production of 
Docunzents No. 12, a copy of which response is attached for reference. 

Provide the source documents and calculations that underlie documents JCO 0001728 - 
JCO 001732. 



PUBLIC VERSION 

Provide a copy of the design document and the inanual for the model used in developing 
SMMPA's 2003 Integrated Resource Plan. 

Provide a copy of the design document and the manual for the model used in developing 
MRES's 2005 Resource Plan, MPUC DockeiNo. RP05-968. 

Refer to the response to our Thrd Set of Interrogatories and Requests for Production of 
Documents in SD PUC EL05-022, Interrogatory No. 12. Provide the specific contract 
tenns and price in Manitoba Hydro's proposal to provide 50 MW to OTP. 

Quantify the expected average rate impact to residential customers from the BSII project 
~~~~ ~ ~ ~ - 

(bothin terms of percentage in~reas~~dabsolut6uicrease over the current E i T f )  for 
each of lhe seven Co-owners. For any Co-owner that does provide retail electric service, 
provide the. expected average rate impact (both in terms of percentage increase and , . 

absolute increase over the current tarif0 to residential customers of the retail provider for 
which the power hom Big Stone I1 is projected to serve. 

Refer to the response to our Third Set of Interrogatories and Requests for Production of 
Documents in SD PUC EL05-022, Interrogatory No. 18. In its 2005 IRP, MDU states 
that it "used an avoided cost of $74.46/kW-yr to determine the cost-effectiveness of '  its 
DSM programs. Explain why use of a combustion turbine as the relevant unit for 
screening DSM programs is appropriate, and why Big Stone I1 was not used as the 
avoided unit. Provide the detailed inputs and calculations horn which MDU arrived at an 
avoided cost of $74.46/kWWyr. 

Refer to the response to our Third Set of Interrogatories and Requests for Production of 
Documents in SD PUC EL05-022, Interrogatory No. 19. At what stage of developing its 
IRP, and how, did OTP and MDU screen DSM programs using the Ratepayer Impact 
Test? Provide, in electronic spreadsheet form, the calculations showing these screenings 

Refer to the response in South Dakota PUC Docket EL05-022 to SD PUC Staff Request 
No. 9, a copy of which response is attached for reference. 

The response states "With the notice horn Marshall, the Heartland Board of Directors has 
set growth goals to replace the Marshall load before the Marshall contract terminates. 
Since the Board set this goal, Heartland has been adding new customers and load at a rate 
that is exceeding the goal." 

What are the growth goals established by the Board of Directors? What steps has 
Heartland taken to achieve? Provide detailed documentation of your answers. 

Please provide the responses to GRE's recent RFP for 120 MW of power. 

Please identify any instances since January 1,2003 in which any of the Big Stone I1 Co- 
owners solicited proposals for capacity but were unable to obtain any parties willing to 
sell capacity to them. 



I 

PUBLIC VERSION 

~innesota'~ent&for &m&hental Advocacy 
26 E. Exchange Street, Suite 206 
St. Paul, MN 55101 
(651) 223-5969 
(651) 223-5967 (fax) 
baoodvaster@,mcenter.org 

. 

ATTORNEY POR MINNESOTANS FOR AN 
ENERGY-EFFICIENT ECONOMY, IZAAK 

. . ...i .-I-,;...-...------ - . WALTON LEAGUE OF AMEN 
MIDWEST OFFICE, UNION OF 
CONCERNED SCIENTISTS, AND 
MINNESOTA CENTER FOR 
ENVIRONMENTAL ADVOCACY 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

In the Matter of Otter Tail Power 1 
Company on behalf of Big Stone I1 1 
Co-owners for an Energy Conversion ) 
Facility Permit for the Construction 1 DOCKET NO. EL05422 
Of the Big Stone ll Project 1 

FOURTH SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, ON 
BEHALF OF MINNESOTANS FOR AN ENERGY-EFFIC1ENT ECONOMIY, 

IZAAK WALTON LEAGUE OF AMERICA - MIDWEST OFFICE, UNION O F  
- CONCERNED SCIENTISTS, AM) MINNESOTA CENTER FOR 

ENVIRONMENTAL ADVOCACY, TO BIG STONE I1 CO-OWNERS 

Pursuant to ~ o u t h ~ a k o t a  Codified Laws 15-6-33, Minnesotans for anEnergy- : , 

Efficient Economy, Izaak Walton League of America - Midwest Office, Union of 
Concerned Scientists, and Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy request . 
answers to the following Requests within tbrty (30) days of service. For all Requests for 
Production of Documents for which a claim of privilege is stated, please specifically 
identify the privilege claimed and generally describe the basis for such privilege relatiye 
to the subject of the request.. 

For purposes of these Requests for Production of Documents, the following 
delinitions shall apply. 

1. "Application" shall mean the Energy Conversion Facility Permit for 
Cons'mction of the Big Stone II Proj ect fled with the South Dalcota Public Utihties 
Commission on Julv 21.2005 by Otter Tail Cornoration dbla Otter Tail Power Company 

2. "Co-owner" shall mean Central Minnesota Municipal Power Agency; Great 
River Energy; Heartland Consumers Power District; Missouri River Energy Services, 
Montana Dakota Utilities Co., a Division of MDU Resources Group, Inc.; Otter Tail 
Corporation d/b/a Otter Tail Power Company; Southern Minnesota Municipal Power 
Agency; or Westem Minnesota Municipal Power Agency. 

3. '9ocument" shall mean all written, recorded or graphic matters whatsoever. 

4. 'Tdentify" or "identification," when used in reference to a person, means to 
state the person's fuU name, and present or last known address, and relationship to the 
Co-owner, if any. When used in reference to a document, "identify" means to state the 
document's date, subject matter, author, and each addressee or copyee. If the custodian 



of the identiiied document is someone other than the Co-owner, then "identify" shall 
include the name and address of the custodian. 

5. "Intervenors" and "Our" shall mean Minnesotans for an Energy-Efficient 
Economy, Izaak Walton League of America - Midwest Office, Union of Concerned 
Scientists, and Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy, or their agents. 

6. "You" or "Your" shall mean the Co-owners, or agents of the Co-owners. 

REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

If any document is withheld upon a claim ofpnvilege, please specifically identify . 
the privilege claimed and provide a privilege log of documents withheld with your 
response. 

1. Please provide the Big Stone 11 Co-Owners' Responses to Information Request 
Nos 3-49 ofMinnesotaus for an Energy-Efficient Economy, Izaak Walton 
League - M~dwest Office, Wind on the Wires, and Minnesota Center for 
Environmental Advocacy whch were served upon you in Minnesota PUC Docket 
NO. ET-6131, ET-2, ET-6130, E-252, ET-10, ET-6444, E-017, ET9JCN-05-619 
and OAHDocket Nos. 12-2500-17037-2 and 12-2500-17038-2, copies of which 
are attached and made a part hereof. 

Dated: March 9,2006 

John H. Davidson 
213 USD Law Building 
414 East Clark Skeet Minnesota Center for Environmental 
Vermillion, SD 57069 Advocacy 
(605) 677-6341 26 E. Exchange Street, Suite 206 
(605) 677-5417 (fax) (651) 223-5969 
jdavidso@usd.edu (651) 223-5967 (fax) 

b~oodpaster@,mcenter.or~: 

ATTORNEYS FOR MINNESOTANS 
FOR AN ENERGY-EFFICIENT 
ECONOMY, IZAAK WALTON 
LEAGUE OF AMERICA - MIDWEST 
OFFICE, UNION OF CONDERNED 
SCIENTISTS, AND MINNESOTA 
CENTER FOR ENVIRONMENTAL 
ADVOCACY 



OAH Docket No. 12-2500-17037 
MPUC Docket No. ET-6131, ET-2, ET-6130, 

ET-10, ET-6444, E-017, ET-9lCN-05-6 19 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

OWICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE IlEARWGS 

FOR THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

APPLICANTS' RESPONSES 
In the Matter of Otter Tad Power Company TO INFORMATION REQUESTS 
and Others for Certification oi  Transmission NOS. 3-24 OF MINNESOTANS FOR 
Lines in Western Minnesota AN ENERGY -EFFICIENT 

ECONOMY, ET AL. 

TO: Minnesotans for an Energy-Efficient Economy, Izaak Walton League of America, Union . 
of Concerned Scientists, Wind on the Wires, and Mmnesota Center for Environmental 
Advocacy, by and through their attorneys, Elizabeth Goodpaster, Minnesota Center for 
Environmental Advocacy, 26 East Exchange Street, Suite 206, St. Paul, Ivhnnesota 
55101-1667. 

The Big Stone I1 Co-owners (hereinafter referred to as "Applicants"), by and through 

their attorneys of record, respond to Minnesotans for an Energy-Efficient Economy, Izaak 

Walton League of America, Union of Concerned Scientists, Wind on the Wires, and Minnesota 

Center for Environmental Advocacy's joint Information Requests Nos. 3-24. 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

1. Applicants object to each information request to the extent that it seeks 

information that is subject to the attorney-client privilege, work product privilege or other 

privilege on the ground that privileged matter is exempt from discovery. 

2. Applicants object to any and all instructions or definitions beyond the 

requirements imposed or permitted by the Minnesota Rules of Civil Procedure or Minnesota 

Rules Parts 1400 and 1405. 



Unit II and therefore the MAPP Load and Capability Forecast does not accurately reflect the 

needs of individual members. CMMPA's intent is to help members meet their capacity and 

energy requirements with the most economical portfolio of resources and not only to supply 

capacity requirements. While diesel capacity is beneficial to help C W . 4  members meet their 

capacity and reserve requirements, these resources do not provide economic base load or 

intermediate load energy. 

INFORMATION REOUEST NO. 16: 'Provide the study or specific evidence that 
establishes the need for Big Stone II capacity being acquired for the City of Hutchinson by 
MRES. 

RESPONSE NO. 16: Applicants object to this information request on the grounds that it 

seeks information beyond the reasonable scope of discovery authorized by Rule 26 of the Rules 

of Civil Procedure and Minnesota Rule Part 1400.6700, subpart 2 

INFORMATION REQUEST NO. 17: In electronic text or EXCEL format, provide the 
input and output files and the documents used to develop the inputs associated with the model 
runs made in the preparation of the most recent integrated resource plans for: 

(a) Otter Tail Power, MPUC Docket No. RP05-968 
(b) Montana-Dakota Utilities - 2005 Integrated Resource Plan submitted to the North 

Dakota Public Utilities Commission 
(c) Great River Energy, MPUC Docket No. RF'05-1100 
(d) Missouri River Energy Services, MPUC Docket No. RF'05-1102 
(e) Southern Minnesota Municipal Power Agency, MPUC Docket No. ET9/RP-03- 

966 

RESPONSE NO. 17: 

(a) Otter Tail Power: The input files to the IRP-Manager software used by Otter Tail 

Power in the development of the Company's latest integrated resource plan are found on the 

attached CD-ROM disk in the folder labeled "OTP Response IR17-Confidential." 



Input data is contained within ihe IRP-Manager model database in binary form. It is not 

extractable from the model in electronic form. After working with the model developer, a 

limited amount of data was able to be extracted by converting input files to text files. The 

enclosed CD-ROM disk contains the converted files as well as a file index that identifies the 

contents of each file. 

folder provided includes information that is considered proprietary in nature. It is impossible to 

ally identify each'proprietary component within all of the input files,soOtter Tail h a s 7 - ~  -"7 '-7 ' 'm'~'~ 

chosen to label the entire folder as proprietary. 

All IRP-Manager output files are in text format. They can be read into WORD in text 

format, and can usuallybe made presentable by switching the font to 10 pt. Arial. The available 

output files are included in the folder. A number of the detailed hourly output files are turned off 

in the model because the output files would be hundreds of megabytes in size and are not 

necessary for evaluation. 

The following output files for Otter Tail Power Company's preferred case are included: 

BALSHEET.0 - Annual Balance Sheet 
DEBT.0 -Detailed Debt Report 
DEFDEB.0 -Detailed Deferred Debit Report 
DYEAR.0 -Annual Summary of Demand Output 
EMYEAR.0 - Annual Emissions Report 
EXASST.0 -Detailed Existing Asset Report 
FINANIND.0 -Financial Indicators Report 
FUNDFLOW.0 -Detailed Funds Flow Report 
FUTASST.0 -Detailed Future Asset Report 
FYJZAR.0 -Annual Fuel Usage Report 
1CEMDETL.O - ICEM Detailed Output Plan 
ICEMFWL.0 - ICEM Final Resource Plan 
INCSTMNT.0 - Income Statement 
PROFLOSS.0 - ProfitLoss on Market Sales Report 
TAXRPT.0 -Detailed Tax Report 



Additional data that is designated TRADE SECRET INFORMATION - NOT FOR 

PUBLIC DISCLOSURE is contained in the folder. 

(b) Montana-Dakota: Montana-Dakota's 2005 IRP is found on the CD-ROM disk 

(MIXU 00001641) that was produced in response to the Minnesota Depariment of Commerce's 

Information Request No. 11. 

and the Applicants will supplement their Response to No. 17(c) shortly. 

- ~ 

.~~ ~~ 

(d) Missouri River Energy Services: See folder labeled "MRES Response to IR 17". . 

on attached CD-ROM disk. 

(e) Southern Minnesota Municipal Power Agency: See folder labeled "SMMPA 

Response to IR 17" on attached CD-ROM disk, which includes 16 EGEAS case files in 

electronic format, labeled BASE.OUT; CASE1.OUT; CASE~.OUT; CASE3.0UT; . 

CASE4.0UT; CASE5.0UT; CASE6.0UT; CASE7.0UT; CASE~.OUT; CASE9.0UT; 

CASE1O.OUT; CASE11.OUT; CASE12.0UT; CASE13.0UT; CASE14.0UT; 

CASE15.0UT. SMMPA previously provide electronic files of inputs and outputs of its load 

forecast and DSM screening as a part oi  replies to the Minnesota Department of Commerce's 

Information Requests in this docket. 

INFORMATION REQUEST NO. 18: What other utilities, if any, use the IRP- 
Manager model in addition to OTP? 

RESPONSE NO. 18: None. 

Otter Tail Power has used the software in various forms and updates since its first 

resource plan filing in 1992. The vendor that supplied the software has been purchased by Itron, 

and the resource planning software line has been dropped. For the past couple of years, Otter 

Tail has continued maintenance on the model by periodically hiring the individuals who 



RESPONSE NO. 24: A copy of this document is found in the folder labeled "SMMPA 

Response to No. 24" on the attached CD-ROM disk. 

Respectfully submitted, 

By: ~ ... 

~ o h d  J. Guerrero, Reg. No. 0238478 
Peter L. Tester, Reg. No. 222525 

4200 IDS Center 
80 South Eighth Street 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402 
Telephone: (612) 371-321 1 
Facsimile: (612) 371-3207 



OAH NO. 12-2500-17037-2, MPUC Dkt NO. CN-05-619 
and OAH No. 12-2500-17038-2, MPUC Dlct No. TR-05-1275 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 
OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS 

FOR THE MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

In the Matter of the Application of Otter Tail 
Power Coinpany and Others for Certification 
b f  Transini~sim Facilities - W e s t e r n -  - APPLICANTS?~RESPONSE~T 
Minnesota, INFORMATION REQUESTS NOS. 25-26 

AND 28-49 OF MINNESOTANS FOR AN 
ENERGY EFFICIENT ENVIRONMENT, 

ET AL. 
and 

(PUBLIC DOCUMENT - 
In the Matter of the Application to the ;TRADE SECRET DATA REMOVED) 
Minnesota Public Utilities Cornmission for a 
Route Permit for the Big Stone Transmission 
Project in Western Minnesota. 

The Applicants hereby respond to Information Requests Nos. 25-26 and 28-49 (there is 

no Infonnation Request No. 27) of intervenors Minnesotans for an Energy-Efficient Economy, 

Izaak Walton League of America-Midwest Office, Union of Concerned Scientists, Wind on the 

Wires, and Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy (collectively "Intefienors"), as 

follows: 

GENEIiAL OBJECTIONS 

1. The Applicants object to each one of the infonnat~on requests to the extent that 

they seelc inforn~ation beyond the requirements imposed by the Oifice of Adininlstraiive 

Hearings. the Minnesota Rules of Civil Procedure, and the Minnesota General Rules of Practice 

for District Courls. 

2. Applicants object to the infonnation requests to the extent they seek infonnation 

and materials that are subject to the attorney-client privilege, work product privilege or other 

privilege on the ground that privileged matter is exempt fro111 discovery. 



I.D. NO. 47: Refer to the response in South Dakota PUC Docket EL05-022 to SD PUC 
Staff Request No. 9, a copy of which response is attached for reference. 

The response states "Wit11 the notice from Marshall, the Heartland Board of Directors has 
set growth goals to replace the Marshall load before the Marshall contract tenninates. Since the 
Board set this goal, Heartland has been adding new customers and load at a rate that is exceeding 
the goal." 

What are the growth goals established by the Board of Directors? What steps has 
Heartlind taken to achieve? Provide detailed documentation of your answers. 

infonnation that is irrelevant, immaterial, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery 

of admissible evidence. Without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicants provide the 

following response: 

In early 2005, the Heartland Board of Directors adopted several goals and business 

objectives. One of the objectives was to grow Heartland's customer base to replace the 60 MW 

Marshall load by 2016. By January 1,2006, Heartland had added six new customers with a total 

peak denland of approximately 21.6 MW. The new customers include four municipal systems in 

South Dakota (Miller, Langford, Bryant and Sioux Falls) and two new municipals in Minnesota 

(Madelia and Truman). Heartland is aggressively marketing itself to municipal electric systems 

and agencies that x e  in need of supplemental or full-requil.emei& power supply. 

I.R. NO. 48: Please provide the responses to GRE's recent RFP for 120 MW of power. 

RESPONSE NO. 48: Applicants object to this request on the ground that it seeks 

infonnation that is irrelevant, inlmaterial, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery 

of admissible evidence. 

I.R. NO. 49: Please identify any instances since Jamary 1,2003 in which any of the 
Big Stone I1 Co-owners solicited proposals for capacity but were unable to obtain any parties 
willing to sell capacity to them. 

RESPONSE NO. 49: Applicants object to this request on the ground that it seeks 

infonnation that is ili-elevant, immaterial, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery 



DATED: Marc11 22,2006 LWQUIST & VENNUM P.L.L.P. 

BY: 
Todd J. Guerrero (0238478) 
Peter L. Tester (222525) . 

4200 IDS Center 
.~ - ~ . 80 SoutkSth 

Minneapolis, 
(612) 371-3211 
(612) 371-3207 (facsiinile) 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

Doclcet No. EL 05-022 

In the Matler of Otier Tail Power Comnpany on BIG STONE I1 CO-OWNERS' 
Behalf of Big Stone I1 Co-Owners for an OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO 
Energy Conversion Facility Pennit for the PROPOUNDING INTERVENORS' 
~ o & u c t i o n  ofthe Big stone 11 Project FOURTH REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTS 

The Big Stone II Co-owners (hereinafter referred to as "Applicants"), by and tlvough 
. --- - - - - 

their attorneys of record, make the following objections and responses to the Fourth Set of 

Recpests for Production of Documents propomded by Minnesotans For -413 Energy-Ef5cient 

Economy, Izaak Walton League of America - Midwest Office, Union of Concerned Scientists, 

and Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy ("Propounding Intervenors") dated March 9, 

.~~ ~ ~. ~.~ . . . . ~  ... . . . .~ 
2006. - 

In order to avoid unduly lengthy objections and responses and in order to avoid repetition 

of objectiom, objections ihat appear frequently in the responses or that have general applicability 

to all the responses are set forth below. The "Objections of General Application" apply to the 

Request for Documents. Any documents produced are subject to and provided notwiihstanding 
- 

any objections. The "Objections Raised by Reference" describe the objections that are 

specifically set forth as to the Request. - 
Obiections of General Application 

A. Applicants object to the Request for Documents to the extent that the same 

purports to seek responses fiom Applicants' counsel of record, who are not parties to this matter; 

seeks attonley-work product; or seeks infonnation which is privileged and therefore not subject 

to discovery. 



B. Applicants object to any and all instructions or d e f ~ t i o n s  beyond the 

requirements imposed by ihe South Dakota Rules of Civil Procedure. 

C. Applicaits object to the request to the extent it is unreasonably cumulative or 

duplicative, or the information sought by the request is obtainable from some another source that 

is more convenient, less burdensome, or less expensive. 

plicants do  not waive any of their general or objections &-~  

documents coming within the scope of any such objections are furnished. 

licants objectto the request as being irrelevant .and not reasonably calciilate~-::::::::;:::i:::: 

to i&, to ':ie discoqeiji of aj,&ible eviclince beca-we the repest  seeks responses to 

information requests propounded in proceedings in Minnesota regarding an application for a 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .......... . . . . . . . . . . . .  

certificate of needand a route permit for transmission facilities to be located in b e s o t a .  -The . . .  .- . . . .  

issues in the Minnesota proceedings are distinct from the issues in the docket currently pending - 
before the South Dakota PUC for an energy conversion facility siting permit. 

Obiectians Eaised by Refereace 

Counsel for applicants have posed objections to the Information Requests referred to in 

_ Propounding Intervenors' request for production which are adopted herein by reference. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION 

RESPONSE: Applicant has previously served responses to Information Request Nos. 3- 

49 upon Propounding Intervenors, w&h responses are also available on the project extm.net site. 

Applicant has served public and non-public versions of the responses on Propounding 

Intervenors. Any portions of Applicant's Responses denoting "trade secret data" or "trade secret 

material" shall be deemed as appropriately desiguated as "Attorney's Eyes Only" pursuant to the 

Amended Confidentiality Agreement in this matter. 
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LINDQUIST & VENNUM P.L.L.P. 

PETER TESTER 
(612) 371 -3222 
ptester@lindquist.com 

May 3,2006 

BY MESSENGER 

Elizabeth Goodpaster, Esq. 
Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy 
26 East Exchange Street 
Suite 206 
St. Paul, MN 55101-1667 

Re: In tlze Matter of the Application for a Certijkate of Need for Trans~nission 
Lines in Western Minnesota 
Minnesota PUC Docket No.: EOI 7/CN-O5-619 

Dear Beth: 

Enclosed is another copy of GRE's response to LR. No. 17 with an accompanying index 
for your convenience. The information on the enclosed disk is identical to what we sent you and 
Synapse by letter dated February 13, 2006; I am not sure why you were not able to open up the 
output files that were on the disk, since we could. Nonetheless, here is the data again. 

With respect to your request for supplemental responses to I.R. No. 17 regarding "the 
documents used to develop the inputs associated with the model runs made in the preparation of 
the most recent integrated resources plans," Otter Tail and SMMPA have confinned that they 
have provided all of the responsive infonnation to LR. No. 17. No furt11er data exists. If you 
believe additional information exists notwithstanding, please identify it with specificity and we 
will conduct furtl~er investigation. 

We are seeking confirmation from the other Applicants that they too have provided all of 
the infonnation responsive to I.R. #17, and we will let you know those responses as they are 
connnunicated to us. In the meantime, it would be helpful if you identified with specificity what 
information you believe exists with respect to I.R. No. 17 but has not been produced by the 
Applicants. 

I would point out that the Applicants have provided the intervenors with an extraordinary 
and unprecedented amount of infonnation regarding the Applicants' IWs, forecasts and related 
infonnation, nuinbering into the tens of thousands of pages. The Applicants have even provided 
the inteivenors with the inanuals for the IRPs. Based on these submissions, the intervenors 



LINDQUIST & VENNUM P.L.L.P 

Elizabeth Goodpaster, Esq. 
May 3,2006 
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should be able to conduct their own calculations and evaluations regarding the Applicants' I W s  
and proposed projects, including Big Stone Unit 11. 

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions. 

Very tmly yours, 

LINDQUIST & VENNUM P.L.L.P. 

t& t. Ax 
Peter L. Tester 

PTIcaf 
Enclosures 

cc: Todd Guerrero, Esq. 
Synapse Energy Economics 



LINDQUIST & VENNUM P.L.L.P. 

4200 IDS CENTER IN DENVER: 
80 SOUTH EIGHTH STREET 600 17TH STREET, SUITE 1800 SOUTH 
MINNERPOLIS, MN 55402-2274 DENVER, CO 80202-5441 
TELEPHONE: 612-371-3211 TELEPHONE: 303-573-5900 
FAX: 612-371-3207 FAX. 303-573-1956 

AT~ORNEYS AT LAW w.lindquist.com 

PETER TESTER 
(612) 371-3222 
ptester@lindquist.com 

May 3,2006 

BY REDERAL EXPRESS 

Elizabeth Goodpaster, Esq. 
Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy 
26 East Exchange Street 
Suite 206 
St. Paul, MN 55101-1667 

Re: In the Matter of the Application for a Certificate of Need for Transmission 
Lines in Western Minnesota 
Minnesota PUC Docket No.: EOI VCN-05-619 

Dear Beth: 

Enclosed and served upon you is the Applicants' Supplemental Respoilse to Information 
Requests Nos. 25-49, based on your letter of March 30,2006. The Applicants do not have any 
hither response to I.R. Nos. 36 and 48. 

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions. 

Very truly yours, 

LINDQUIST & VENNUM P.L.L.P. 

Peter L. Tester 

PTIcaf 
Enclosures 

cc: Todd Guerrero, Esq. 
Synapse Energy Economics 
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Goodpaster, Beth 

From: Goodpaster, Beth 

Sent: Friday, April 07, 2006 1219 PM 

To: Peter L. Tester 

Subject: FW: Intervenors' RFP 4 in EL05-022; and Intervenors' IR No. 17 in CN-05-619 

Since I was not confident on the phone yesterday that I was recalling all the issues correctly, I am just re-sending 
to you my email that identified the "other discovery issues" besides the ones that your planned correspondence is 
to address. Would appreciate your response on these questions as soon as possible. 

~~~~ ~~~ ~~~ 

Beth Goodpaster 
Energy Program Director 
Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy 

2 6  E. Exchange St., Suite 206 
~ ~ St. Paul, MN 551 01 

(651) 223-5969 phone 
(651) 223-5967 fax 
bgoodpaster@mncenter.org 
www.mncenter.orQ 

"Since 1974, your legal and scientific voice protecting and defending Minnesota's environment." 

NOTICE: This email may contain information that is privileged, confidential or otherwise protected 
from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient or otherwise received this ana i l  message in error, 
you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy or disseminate this message or any information 
contained in it. If this reached you in error, please notify u s  immediately by email or phone and destroy 
any paper or electronic copies of this email message. 

From: Goodpaster, Beth 
Sent: Friday, March 24, 2006 3:10 PM 
To: 'Peter L. Tester' 
Cc: tguerrero@lindquist.com 
Subject: Intervenors' RFP 4 in EL05-022; and Intervenors' IR No. 17 in CN-05-619 

Peter, 
Wondering if there is further word from your Big Stone clients regarding their response to our Request for 
Production of Documents (Third Set, SD Docket), No. 4, which I emailed you about on Wednesday. 

We have also run into problems with the response to our IR No. 17 in the Minnesota docket. After reviewing the 
response to IR No. 17 (b), we think it is non-responsive. The question specifically requests that MDU provide "In 
electronic text or Excel format ... the input and output files and the documents used to develop the inputs 
associated with the model runs made in preparation of the most recent integrated resource plans." 
From MDU's 2005 IRP and the answers to our IR No. 40, we understand that MDU used a computer model and a 
spreadsheet in developing its 2005 IRP. The files relevant to this request were not provided. Please note that 
when you do provide the requested files, the spreadsheetthat was used to screen DSM should include the 
formulas and any other information "hidden" in the spreadsheet. 

In reviewing the response to MCEA IR No. 17 (e), we have some questions about the response. It refers to a MN 
DOC Information Requests, though it does not say which one(s). Assuming that it refers to the response to DOC 
IR No. 25, the responses to DOC IR No. 25 posted on the virtual data room have had their trade secret data 
excised. It seems that some files are missing from what are listed to be responsive, and others may have 
important informat~on erased. We need all trade secret files. 



We are still in the process of reviewing your responses to our IR Nos. 25-49, but suffice it to say for the moment, 
we need to discuss these with you. I will email you about that set of discovery separately. 

Thank you for your attention to these matters. 

Beth Goodpaster 
Energy Program Director 
Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy 
26 E. Exchange St., Suite 206 
St. Paul, M N  551 01 
(651) 223-5969 phone 
(651) 223-5967 fax 
bgoodpaster@rnncenter.org 
www.mncenter.org 

"Since 1974, your legal and scientific voice protecting and defending Minnesota's environment." 

NOTICE: This email may contain information that is privileged, confidential or otherwise protected 
from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient or othenvise received this email message in error, 
you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy or disseminate this message or any information 
contained in it. If this reached you in error, please notify us immediately by email or phone and destroy 
any paper or electronic copies of this email message. 



rage 1 or L 

Goodpaster, Beth 

From: Goodpaster, Beth 

Sent: Tuesday, April 18,2006 4:26 PM 

To: 'Peter L. Tester' 

Subject: MCEA IR No. 17(a) 

I also received clarification on the Otter Tail Power model runs that we wanted to get in response to our IR No. 17 
(a). It looks like Otter Tail modeled five plans in addition to the Preferred Plan, as set forth in Section 9 of the 
Resource Plan: I) the environmental externality optimization, 2) a Big Stone I1 plant sensitivity, 3) a wind 
sensitivity, 4) the 50% conservation and renewabies plan, and 5) the 75% conservation and renewables plan. As 
Imentioned on-the-phone;we~eceiwed the~modeling~files forthePreferred~P1an;butnot-fortheotherRveplans - - ~ 

discussed in Section 9 of the Resource Plan. Your prompt attention to providing the additional modeling files is 
appreciated. 

Thanks, 

Beth Goodpaster 
Energy Program Director 
Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy 
26 E. Exchange St., Suite 206 
St. Paul, MN 55101 
(651) 223-5969 phone 
(651) 223-5967 fax 
bgoodpaster@mncenter.org 
w.mncenter.org 

"Since 1974, your legal and scientific voice protecting and defending Minnesota's environment." 

NOTICE: This email may contain information that is privileged, confidential or otherwise protected 
from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient or otherwise received this email message in error, 
you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy or disseminate this message or any information 
contained in it. If this reached you in error, please notify us immediately by email or phone and destroy 
any paper or electronic copies of this email message. 

~ ~ ~ ~ ....-.---+- .--- 



rage  1 or  z 

Goodpaster, Beth 

From: Goodpaster, Beth 

Sent: Wednesday, May 03,2006 1217 PM 

To: Todd J. Guerrero; 'Peter L. Tester'; 'cwmadsen' 

Subject: Discovery in Big Stone II cases 

Importance: High 

Gentlemen: 

ha-conversation with Peter yesterdayaflernoon, llearned forthg first timethg the Big Stone II Co-owners may 
be objecting to providing the information that has not been provided in response~to~our infofiafionRequest No. 
17 (which was also sought by reference in our Fourth Set of Requests for Production of Documents in the SD 
Docket). As you know, the original IR No. 17 was served January 13 and our Fourth RFP in SD that includes IR 
No. 17 was served March 9. 

As I have discussed with Peter on multiple occasions over on the phone and via email, the information sought in 
IR No. 17, and not provided, includes: 

Documents used to develop the inputs used in GRElSMMPAlOTPlMDUlMRES Resource Plan modeling 
runs 
The OTP input and output files for the IRP modeiing runs for the five scenarios analyzed in the IRP (that 
are in addition to the "Preferred Plan" scenario; inputloutput files for the Preferred Plan have been 
provided) 

I also raised with Peter yesterday that the GRE output files for the IRP modeiing runs have not been provided. 

Our consultants need the entirety of data sought in IR No. 17 in order to prepare their testimony that is currently 
due May 19, 2006 in the South Dakota proceeding. 

If no responses are forthcoming today, our next step is to contact John Smith at the SDPUC to schedule a motion 
to compel responses and to seek relief from the May 19 testimony deadline. 

We have given a lengthy extension on IR Nos. 58-63, premised on the fact that such an extension would facilitate 
the timely receipt of all other outstanding discovery. A mistaken decision on my part, apparently, since we still 
have not received promised supplemental responses to IR Nos. 25-49, a subject we addressed in March 30, 
2006, correspondence and later telephone conversations; nor responses to IR Nos. 50-57. 

Beth Goodpaster 
Energy Program Director 
Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy 
26 E. Exchange St., Suite 206 
St. Paul, MN 55101 
(651) 223-5969 phone 
(651) 223-5967 fax 
bgoodpaster@rnncenter.org 
www mncenter.org 

"Since 1974, your legal and scientific voice protecting and defending Minnesota's environment." 

NOTICE: This email may contain information that i s  privileged, confidential or otherwise protected 
from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient or otherwise received this ernail message in error, 
you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy or disseminate this message or any information 
contained in it. If this reached you  in error, please not i fy us immediately by email or phone and destroy 
any paper or electronic copies o f  t h i s  email message. 



Goodpaster, Beth 

From: Goodpaster, Beth 

Sent: Thursday, May 04,2006 350 PM 

To: Peter L. Tester; Todd J. Guerrero 

Subject: IR No. 17 

I talked to our consultants further today, afler they looked again at the GRE Response to IR No. 17. We still 
believe that we have not received all the inpuvoutput files associated with the IRP modeling runs that GRE ran. 
By way of explanation: on page 98 of the 2005 GRE IRP, there is a diagram of the modeling process that GRE 
used. The diagram shows three boxes, one for "PVRR Comparison", another for "Stochastic Risk Analysis" and 
another for3cenario-Risk Analysis". -Although;unlike-OTP;GREprovidedfiles-for-alltheresour~e~s~enarios-it - ~ 

analyzed, GRE appears not to have provided any inpuvoutput files related to the portions of the modeling process 
depicted by the three boxes on page 98 of the IRP; for example, there appears to be no PVRR information for the 
scenarios modeled. It is unclear whether all risk analyses inpuvoutput files were provided (the other two boxes). 
All of these would have been inpuVoutputfiles within the scope of IR No. 17, and based on our review, these files 
have still not been provided. 

Please let me know whether we can expect a prompt supplementary response. Thanks. 

Beth Goodpaster 
Energy Program Director 
Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy 
26 E. Exchange St., Suite 206 
St. Paul, MN 55101 
(651) 223-5969 phone 
(651) 223-5967 fax 
bgoodpaster@mncenter.org 
w.mncenter.orq 

"Since 1974, your legal and scientific voice protecting and defending Minnesota's environment." 

NOTICE: This email may contain information that i s  privileged, confidential or otherwise protected 
f iom disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient or otherwise received this email message in error, 
you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy or disseminate this message or any information 
contained in it. If this reached you in error, please not i fy us immediately by email o r  phone and destroy 
any paper or electronic copies o f  this email message. 


