
BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

lh the Matter of Otter TaiI Power 1 
Company on behalf of Big Stone 11 1 AFFIDAVIT OF ELIZABETH I. 
Co-owners for an Energy Conversion ) GOODPASTER 
Facility Permit for the Construction 1 
Of the Big Stone 11 Project ) DOCT(ET NO. EL05-022 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 
) ss. 

COUNTY OF RAMSEY ) 

Elizabeth I. Goodpaster, behg 5rst.duly sworn, deposes and states: 

1. On January 3 1,2006, I caused to be served upon the Big Stone 11 Co-owners, in 
Minnesota Public Utilities Commission Docket No. CN-05-619, Intervenors' Information 
Requests Nos. 3-24. (See Appendix). 

2. On March 9,2006, I caused to be served, in South Dakota Public Utilities 
' Commission Docket No. EL05-022, Intervenors' Fowrth Request for Production of Documents, 

.which requested the Big Stone 11 Co-owners' responses to the discovery identified in paragraph 1 
above. (See Appendix). 

3. On March 1,2006, I caused to be served, in Minnesota Public Utilities 
Commission Docket No. CN-05-619, Intervenors' Information Requests Nos. 25-49 upon the 
Big Stone I1 Co-owners. (See Appendix). 

4. On March 9,2006, I caused to be served, in South Dakota Public Utilities 
Commission Docket No. EL05-022, Intervenors' Fourth Request for Production of Documents, 
which also requested the Big Stone I1 Co-owners' responses to the discovery identified in 
paragraph 3 above. (See Appendix). 

5. The discovery requests that are at issue in Intervenors' Motion to Compel are 
Nos. 17 and 48, responses to which were sought in Intervenors' Fourth Request for Production of 
Documents. As a procedural matter, Big Stone I1 Co-owners and Intervenors have agreed on the 
sufliciency of responses to most discovery matters in this docket. Therefore, in the Appendix to 
my affidavit, I have provided copies of the discovery requests and responses that are subject to 
Intervenors' Motion to Compel, rather than provide the entire sets of discovery in which the 
disputed items have arisen (I have provided the &st page, pages feferencing the disputed 
requests/responses, and the signature page). 

6. On February 6,2006, I received Big Stone I1 Co-owner Responses to Information 
Requests Nos. 3-24. (See Appendix). 



7. On or about March 22,2006, I received Big Stone 11 Co-owner Responses to 
Information Requests Nos. 25-49. (See Appendix). 

8. On April 13,2006, I received Big Stone 11 Co-owner Responses to Intervenors' 
Fourth Request for Production of Documents, which response incorporates by reference the 
responses Information Requests 3 through 49. (See Appendix). 

9. I have repeatedly, by telephone and in writing, contacted counsel for the Big 
Stone 11 Co-owners, Mr. Todd Guerrero and Mr. Peter Tester, regarding the non-responsive 
nature of the purported responses to Information Requests Nos. 17 and 48. Because the 
purported responses have been incorporated by reference by Big Stone 11 Co-owners in SDPUC 
Docket No. EL05-022, the response to Intervenors' Fourth Request for Production of 
Documents, is similarly non-responsive. 

10. On April 18,2006, I sent electronic mail correspondence to Mr. Tester, 
identifying data that we believed had not been provided in response to IR No. 17lRequest for 
Production 4 by Otter Tail Power, including data files associated with five scenarios modeled in 
the its 2005 Resource Plan. (See Appendix). 

11. On May 3,2006, by electronic mail to Mr. Tester and Mr. Guerrero, I reiterated 
the lack of an OTP response that provides data files associated with five scenarios modeled in its 
2005 Resource Plan, and repeated a previous issue I had raised regarding the Big Stone I1 Co- 
owners' failure. to provide any response to the portion of IR No. 17 that sought documents used 
to develop the 'inputs used for the 2005 Resource Plans. (See Appendix). 

12. On May 4,2006, I received correspondence dated May 3,2006, fiom Mr. Tester, 
stating that he had confinned with Big Stone I1 Co-owners OTP and SMMPA, that all data 
responsive to Information Request No. 17 had been provided to Intervenors, and that he would 
c o d k n  that the same was true for the other Co-owners. (See Appendix). 

13. Also on May 4,2006; by electronic mail, I contacted Mr. Tester and Mr. 
Guerrero, to attempt to further identify data that we believed that Great River Energy had not 
provided, but that was within the scope of IR No. 17. (See Appendix). 

14. Also on May 4,2006, I received a telephone call from Mr. Tester and Mr. 
Guerrero, in which they stated that OTP could not provide modeling files regarding the other five 
scenarios modeled in the OTP Resource Plan, due to an agreement with a vendor, Manitoba 
Hydro, that restricted release of that piece of data that is embedded in the modeling files we 
requested, and that it would be unduly burdensome for OTP to create a redacted version of the 
modeling files. Later that day, Mr. Tester and a representative of OTP provided me with the 
telephone number of a staff person at Manitoba Hydro, whom I was to ask permission for the 
requested data to be released by OTP to Intervenors. 

15. On May 5,2006, I spoke with Don Bjornson at the Manitoba Hydro law 
department, and provided him a copy of the nondisclosure agreement for this proceeding. I have 



not yet heard back fiom Manitoba Hydro. My understanding is that an order fiom the 
Commission granting our motion to compel would also'alIow release of the data to Intervenors. 

16. In March 30,2006, correspondence addressing the non-responsiveness of Big 
Stone I1 Co-owners responses to Information Requests Nos. 25-49iRequest for Production 4, I 
communicated, among other issues, the need for a response to IR No. 48. (See Appendix). . 

17. On May 4,2006, I received supplementary responses to IR Nos. 25-49 &om Big 
Stone 11 Co-owners, indicating that no further response to IR No. 48 would be provided. (See . 
Appendix). 

18. Because Big Stone I1 Co-owners have either failed or refused to respond to the 
discovery Intervenors have propounded, and as set forth in the Affidavit of David A. Schlissel, of 
Synapse Energy Economics, Intervenors are unable to complete the analysis required to submit 
our pre-filed testimony on May 19,2006. 

FURTKER YOUR AFFIANT SAYETH NOT. 

Sworn to before me onthe - &A 
Day of ec, 4 2o06. 

Notary Public 

CORAELSIE FAYE KESTER 
NOTARY PU8LlC - MINNESOTA 

My C~'?iUMISSION 
EXPIRES JAN. 31,201 0 



STATE OF ?LWNNIISOTA 
BEFORX TElE MINN3ESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES C.OMMTSSION 

Date of Request: January 13,2006. 

. . 
Requested By: . ElizabethGoodpaster . . 

Minnesota Center for ~ n v ~ o & e n t a l  Advocacy (MCEA) 
26 East Exchange ~b-k&, Suite 206 
St. Pml, MN 55101-1667 
bgoodpmter(~mcellter.or~ . 

a 651-223-5965 

Anorney for Iznalc JValton League of America - Midwest Oijice - 

(lWLA), Minnesotans for an Bnergy-Eficient Econonzy (2&33), 
- - I -  ----, I - -  - - - - Union of ConcernedSciejziists (UCS), Wind on the W f ~ e s  (@TOW - - - -  --- -- -- -- 

and Minnesota Center for E~zvironmental A d m a c y  (AdCEA.) 
. . 

Request Due: January 23,2006 . . 

In the Matter of the Application for a Docket.No. ET-6131, ET-2, ET- 
~ & i f i c a t e  of ~ e e d  for Transmission Lines 6130, E-252, ET-10, ET-6444, E- 

017, ET9ICN-05-619 - In Western Minnesota 

INFORMATION REQUEST NOS. 3-24 OF ME3, IWLA, UCS, WOW, and MCEA TO 
BIG STONE 11 CO-OWNERS 

- - -  * - .  

** Please note that many of these inj5ormorion requests ~ e f e r  to Big Stone Co-o~uzers' 
responses to the First Amended Set of Interrogatories and Requests for Production of 
Docunzents tlzut ME3, IWU, UCS and MCEA served in Soutlz Dakota PUC Docket 
EL05-022. Big Stone Co-o~mela incorporated by reference their responses to that 

- discovery i72 t h i ~  docket through their response to infomation Request No. 2 of A 0 3 ,  
WLA, UCS, ?TOIT< a7zd MCEA. 

3. Please provide copies of your responses to the Tbird Sets of Interrogatories and 
Requests for ~roduction of Documents served upon Big Stone II Co-owners in south 
Dakota Public,,Utilities Commission Docket No. EL05-022, by ME3, rwLq UCS and 
MCEA. For your reference, the Third Sets of Intenogatones and Requests for 

t Production of Documents are attached hereto. 

4. Refer to Heartiand Consumer Power District's (HCPD) response to 
ME3IIWLAAJCSIMCEA Amended First Set of Interrogatories, South Dakota PUC 
Docket EL05-022, Interrogatory No. 24. 

, 

a) ,' i xi lain in detail what HCPD means by the statement "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-fied 
'resource are projected to be signilficantly higher tJ~au the projected marlre$ price of 
capacity d~~ring the period 2008 to 20 15. This indicates &at it would not be lilcely 
that UP could sell ~surplus.Big Stone capacity to t l ~ k  market md recoup the 
associated canying costs." 

a) Does CMMPA agree with & statement? If so, explain why CMEYrPA has 
chosento' acquire a portion of Big Stone II. 

J 

b) .. If the .... answer __ ............ __ .... to a) is no, provide the ....... study or evidence that .. establishes _ _  the 
basis for ibe sele&on of Big Stone 11 as the most cost-effeckve mkans of 

- - r .  ' 

neeling -the energy needs of CMMPAas members. 

Provide a copy of all DSM poten&l. or marlce~studies prepared by or on behalf of ' . 
:C&&rJp-A or any bf ifs :members-acqeg capacitg ~ -B~g~t01reL~-s~CEEJanU2111Y-- -~ -  

1,2001. 

~ e f e *  to CMMl?Aas Response to ME3iIWLA/UCSIMCEA h d e d  First Set of 
Interrogatories, South Dakota PUC Docket ~ ~ 0 5 - 0 2 2 :  Interrogatory No. 14, as . - . 

. corrected by. email correspondence on December 28,2005.. .Please identi-fy what 
specifc portions of Exhibit 7-6, ~eneratibn ~esource Planning Study provide 
evidence of CMMFA.'s need for baseload capacity. 

,' 

Refer to Exhibit 7-6, Generation Resource Planning Siudy completed in April , .. 
2002, attached to ME3/IWLA/LJCS/MCEA Amended First Set of Iuterrogatories, 
Soufh Dakota PUC Docket ELO5-022, Interrogatory No. 7: ' . ' . 

a) ' Does C W A  believe that tbis study is CMMPAas 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 andenergy needs. 

, . '  
. . 

) Ifthe m w e r  to a) is yes, please explain how fie forecasted. d&&t of . - 

capacity iu i he  Generation Resource Plarznirzg Study on page 9 Tor both : - .- , . -  . . . . .  

HeartlandConsurner 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 13 8 % above and 
beyond demand and reserve requireients in each year through 2014. . 

provide the study or,ipecific evidence that estiblishes the need forBig hone II 
capaciiybebg acquiredforthecity ofHutchinsonby MRGS. ' . 

. . 

In electmnic text or Excel fomaf provide fie input and outgut files and fhe' 
documents used to develop the inputs .associated %ih the model runs made in the . 

prepaiation of ihe,most recent integrated iesourceglans for: 

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



b) Montana-Dakota Utilities - 2005 Integrated Resource Plan s~lblnitted to 
, the North Dakota Public Utilities Con~mission 

c) Great River Energy, MPUC Doclcet No. W05-1100 
. . d) ~ i s s o k i  River Energy Services, MPUC Docket No. PTPOS-1102 

e) Southern Minnesota Municipal Power Agency, MPUC Doclcet No. 
ET91RP-03-966 

1 6. What other utilities, if my, use the RF-Manager model in addition to OTP? 

19. Identlfj the developer of the IRP-Manager model, used by Otter Tail Powk 
Company ("OTP"). If IRP-Manager was developed by OTP or an agent of OTP, 

, provide a copy of the design document for the model. 

20. If not included in the response to Information ~eques t  NO. 17 above, for every 
. .  . .  . - . .  _ .- ..._ _ 

.,... -- ..._ .__..___..._.,. __ year through 2020,~rovide the winter and summer capacity ratings for each-if the----:------.:----- 
resources in Otter Tail Power Company's (OTP) Preferred Resource Plan, set 

' 

forth in the OTP 2006-2020 Resource Plan, MPUC Doclcet No. RP05-968. 
. . 

21. . If not included in the response to Information Request No. 17 above, provide the 
malcet price forecast used in the IRP-Manager model runs for developing the 
Otter Tail Power Company's (OTP) 2006-2020 Resource Plan, MPUC Doclcet 
NO. W05-968. 

. . 

22. For each Colowner, provide the winter and summer peak demands and load 
capabilities that underlie the surplusldeficit forecasts presented in Figures 14, 16, 
18; 20,22,24, &ad 26 of the Certificate of Need Application in this docket.. 

, . 

mote: These are tlze same surplus/deficitforecasts presented for the Big Stone 17 . ,. 

. Co-o~uzers in the Exhibits to Section 3 of tlze Co-o~)neu'  South Dakota 
~ p ~ l i c a ~ o n ,  SD PUC Docket No. EL05-022.1 , 

23. Refer to the response to ME3/IWLAILTCSIMCEA Amended First Set of 
- .  Interrogatories, South Dakota PUC Docket EL05-022, Interragatory 2. 

Provide a copy of the HCPD documents identified: 2006-2019 Fi7za7zcial Plan, 
2006 - 2008 Budget iiaricnzce, 2006 Budget Load Forecast and Poidier Supply 
Cost, and 2005 Power Supp~j)Analysis dated hdq) 2005 bji Burns & McDomzell. 

24. Refer to the response to ME3AwLARTCSIMCEA Amended First Set of 
,Inte1~ogatories, South Dakota PUC Doclcet EL05-022, Interrogatory 2. 

Provide a copy of the R W Beck Plaming Studji. 



. . S T A T E O P ~ S O T A  
OFFICE OF A D ~ S T R ~ T ~ ~ E  HEARINGS 

FOR THE lHDWESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES CONIMI[SSION 

Date of Request: - . March 1,2006 

Requested By: Elizabeth Goodpaster 
Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy (MCEA) 

2 26 East Exchange Street, Suite 206 
St. Paul, MN 55101-1667 
bgoodpaster@,snncenter.org 
65 1-223-5969 

Attoiney for haak Walton League ofAmerica -Midwest OJjce (iTPi2), 
Mimesotans for an Ene7-gy-EfJicient Economy @dE3), Union 
Co7zmrned Scientists (UCs), Wind on tlze Fires (?VOW and Minnesota 
Center for Enviro7~7ne7ztal 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 Lines 6130, E-252, ET-10, ET-6444, E-017, ' . 

Xn Western Minnesota ET9/CN-05-619 

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

INFORMATION REQUESTNOS. 25-49 OF ME3, IWLA, UCS, WOW, and MCEA TO BIG 
STONE 11 CO-OWNERS 

PUBLIC VERSION] 

4:Vlease note tlzat some of t lme injonnation requests refer to Big Stone Co-owners' responses 
to tlzd sets of ~nterr&atories and Requests for Production of Doctonents that ME3, IVL.4, UCS 
aid MCEA served i72 Soutlz Dakota PUC Docket EL05-022. Big Stone CO-o~mers incorporated 
bjl reference their resporzses to that discovery in this docket tlzrough ,their response to 
I7zfo~7natio7z Request No. 2 and No. 3 of ME3, lTiTU, UCS, VOV, and MCEA. 

25. For i72fo777zation 7-equests 25 tlzm 29, refer to your response in South Dakota PUC docket 
ELM-022 (JCO 0001 728 - JCO 001 732) to Mag) Jo Stueve 's Request for Production of 
Doctr77zents No. 12, a copy of ivlziclz response is attaclzed for 7-eference. 

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



PUBLIC VERSION 

Provide a copy of the design document aud the manual for the model used in developing 
SMMPAYs 2003 Integrated Resource Plan. 

Provide a copy of the design document &d the manual for the model used in developjag 
MRES's 2005 Resource Plan, NPUC Docket No. W05-968. 

Refer to the response to our Thrrd Set of Interrogatories and Requests for Production of . 

Documents in SD PUC EL05-022, Interrogatory No. 12. Provide the specific contract . . 
tenis 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 , 
.............. .... . -@- .- - --..- . . . . 0th in term's of percentage. mcrease &a-absolute mcrease over the current tanff)-Tor ': ...................- 

each of the seven Co-owners. For any Co-owner that does povide retail electric service, 
provide the, expected average rate impact (both in terms of percentage increase and , . . . .  . . 

absolute increase over the current tariff) to residential customers ofthe retail provider for 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  which the p6wer.from Big Stone iT is projected to serve. . . .  ......... ......*................. 

Refer to the response to our Third Set of Interrogatories and Requests for Productign of 
Documents in SD PUC EL05-022, Interrogatory No. 18. In its 2005 IRP, MDU states 
&at it '?xed an avoided cost of $74.46/kW-yr to determine the cost-effectiveness of '  its 
DSM programs. Explain why use 'of a combustion tufbine as the relevant unit for 
screening DSM programs is appropriate, and why Big Stone 11 was not used as the . 

avoided unit. Provide the detailed inputs and 'calculations f+om which MDU arrived at an 
avoidedcost of $74.46/kW-yr. 

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 de$elbping its 
IRP, and how, did OTP and MDU screen DSM programs using the Ratepayer Tmpact 
Test? Provide, in electronic spreadsheet forrn, 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 Wi th  &e notice fiom Marshall, the.13eartland Board of Directors has 
set growth goals to replace the Marshall load before the Marshall contract terminates.. 
Since the Board set th i s  goal, Heartland has beep adding new customers and load at a rate 
that is exceeding the goal." . . 

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

Please providethe responses to GREY! recent RFP for120 MW of power. 

Please identify any instances since January 1,2003 in which any of the Big Stone 11 Co- 
owners solicited proposals for capacity but were unable to obtain any parties wdling to 
sell capacity to them. 



PUBLIC VERSION 

) ,&2%G 
I - 

26 E. Exchange Street, Suite 206 
St. Paul, MN 55101 
(651) 223-5969 

. . 
(651) 223-5967 (fax) 

. . bgood~aster@pcenter.org 
,--.. ._ ........ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .... . . . . . . . . .  . . .  . . . . . .  

ATTORNEY FOR llXINBESOTANS FOR AN 
ENERGY-EFFICIENT ECONQMY, IZAAK 

. . . .  .__.__ll.-l_._.. __- - l__.__ll._l_l_._____/--.ll_-_-_..___..._ 1__.__11._1_1_._____/--.11_-_-_..___..._1__.__11._1_1_._____/--.11_-_-_..___..._1__.__11._1_1_._____/--.11_-_-_..___..._1__.__11._1_1_._____/--.11_-_-_..___..._ 1__.__11._1_1_._____/--.11_-_-_..___..._1__.__11._1_1_._____/--.11_-_-_..___..._1__.__11._1_1_._____/--.11_-_-_..___..._ W.ALTON LEAGUE. OF ANlERICA----,-T:7'7-,-:71,- ~-- , .~.- , . -I-- . - , .  

. . - . .  

MIDWEST OFFICE, UNION OF .' 

CONCERNED SCIENTISTS, AM) 
h4llVNESOTA CENTER FOR 
.ENVIXONMENTAL'ADVOCACY . 



BEFORE Tl3E PUBLIC UTILITIES C O M S S I O N  
OF TEE STATE OF SOUTH D A ~ O T A .  

. . 

In Athe Matter of Otter Tail Power ) 
1 Company on behalf of Big Stone II 

Co-owners for an Energy Conversion ). 
Facility Permit for the Construction 1 DOCKET NO, ~ ~ 0 5 - 0 2 2  : 
Of the Big Stone II Projed 1 

FOURTH SET O F  REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, ON 
B E U F  OF lYllNTESOTANS FOR AN ENERGY-EFFICIENT ECONONPY, 

- - - - --  - - -  
IZAAK WALTON LEAGUE OF AMERICA - MIDWEST OFFICE, UNION OF 

CONCERNED SC-STS, AM> MINNESOTA CENTER FOR - - -  - - - - 

ENVIROItMXJXTAL ADVOCACY, TO BIG STONE II CO-OWl'?ERS 

Pursuant to south ~ a k o t i  Codified Laws 15-6-33, Mirmesotans for an Energy- , 

Efficient Economy, Izaak Walton L e a s e  of America - Mtdwest Office, Union of 
Concerned Scientists, and Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy request . 

answers to fhe following Requests wifhin fh.lrty (3 0) days of service. For all Requests for 
Production of Docments for which a claim of privilege is stated, please specifically 
ideniufy the privilege claimed and generally descriie -the basis for such pri~ilege relative , 

to the subject of the request.' 

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

dehitions shall apply. . . 

1. "Application" shall mean the Enera  Conversion Facility Permit for . . . 
~o&nction of the Big Stone II Project Kled with the Soufh Dakota Public Utiiities 
Commission on July 21,2005 by Otter Tail Corporation dh/a Otter Tail Power Company . 

. . - - 
. . on Behalf of Big Stone II Co-owners. ---.. - - r .... . .. . - . ^ . . . . .  . ... _ ..... _.  . _  .. . . _. . - - .  _ -.... 

2. "Co-owner" shall mean Central Minnesota Municipal Power Agency; Bea t  
River Energy; Heartland Consumers Power District; Missouri Rrver Energy Services, 
Montana-D&ota Uat ies  Co., a Division of MDU Resources Group, Inc.; Otter Tail 
Corporation d/b/a Otter Tad Power Company; Southern Ivhnesota Municipal Power 
Agency; or Western b e s o t a  Municipal Power Agency. 

3. t~ocumentyy shall mean all written, recof ded or graphic matters whatsoever. 

4. "Ideptify'or "identification," when used in reference to a person, means to 
state the person'+ full name, and present or last lcnown address, and relationship to the 
Co-owner, if &y. When used inreference to a document, "identify" means to state the 
document's date, subject matter, author, and each addressee or copyee. 1f the custodian 



of the identified document is someone other than the Co-owner, then "idenwhhall  
include the Dame and address of the custodian. 

5.  'Tntervenors" mdccOL&" shall mean Minnesotans for an Energy-Efficient 
Economy, Izaak Walton League of America -.Midwest Office, Union of Concwed 
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. 

1 .  Please provide the ,Big Stone II Co-Owners' Responses to Wormation Request 
Nos. 3-49 ofMinnesotaus for an Energy-Efficient Economy, Izaak Walton 
League -Midwest Qffice, Wind on the Wires, and Minnesota Center for 
,Environmental Advocacy which were senred upon you in Minnesota PUC Docket 
NO. ET-6131, BT-2, ET-6130, E-252, ET-10, ET-6444, E-017, ETP/CN-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 

~ol;n H. Davidson 
213 USD Law Building 
414 East Clark Street 
Vermillion, SD 57069 . 

(605) 677-6341 
(605) 677-5117 (fax) , . '  

jdavidso@usd.edu 

~ d v o c k y  
26 E. E x c b g c  Street, Suite 206 
(651) 223-5969. . .. 
(651) 223-5967 (fax) 

ATTORNEYS FOR M I N N E S O T ~ ~ S  
FOR AN ENERGY-EFFICIENT 
ECONOMY, I&AAK WALTON 
LEAGUE OR AMERICA - MIDWEST ' 

OFFICE, UNION OF CONDE3;CMED 
SCIENTISTS, AND MINN3ES OTA 
CENTER PQR ENViRONR(DENTAZ, 
ADVOCACY 



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

ET-10, ET-6444, E-017, ET-91CN-05-619 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE Hl3ARWGS 

FOR THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

APPLICANTS ' RESPONSES 
- ITI the Matter of Otter Tail Power Company TO INTi'ORhL4TION REQUESTS 

and Others for Certification of 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 Concemed Scientists, Wind on the Wires, and Minnesota Center for Environmental 
Advocacy, by and through their attorneys, Elizabeth Goodpaster, Minnesota Center for 
Environmentd Advocacy, 26 East Exchange Street, Suite 206, St. Paul, Minnesota 
55101-1667. 

The Big Stone 11 Co-owners (hereinafter referred to as "Applicants"), by and through 

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

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

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

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

1. Applicarits 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 Mimesota 

Rules Parts 1400 and 1405. 



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

needs of individual members. CMMI?AYs intent is to help members meet their capacity and 

energy requirements with the most economical portfolio of resources and pot only to supply 

capacity requirements. While diesel capacity is beneficial to help CN,IMPA members meet their 

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

intermediate load energy. - ' . 

-. - -., . . .  -. . . . . . .  ---.."._ 14 ................. *La., .,F,,.l. ... 'INFORMATION mpJT N o  .$6-;" .provid6 the'stu8y .or specific. evidefice that .. %: ... %.-... .-,... ;..A; ...... b...!.. .y : . . 
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, subpait 2. 

INFORMATION REOUeST NO. U: In electronic text or EXCEL fo-f 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 Doclcet No. RP05-968 
(b) Montana-Dakota Utilities - 2005 Integrated Resource Plan submitted to the North 

Dakota Public Utilities Commission 
. . .  

(c) Great River Energy, IkPUC Doclcet No. RP05-1100 
(d) Missouri River Energy Services, MPUC Docket No. RP05-1102 
(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 TR17-C0nfidential.~' 



Input data is contained within the 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. 

While the written response to this request is not considered proprietary, the data in the 

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

- L_.- -- - - --_-._ ? 

specifically identify each' proprietafy c6rhponeiXwitEE iii~5fIhiiTiiift-EilEs~so Otter-Tail has- "- 

chosen to label the entire folder as proprietary. 

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

format, and can usually b e  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 &nd 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 
FlCNANIND.0 - Financial Indicators Report 
FUNDFLOW.0 -Detailed Funds Row Report 
EUTASST.0 - Detailed Future Asset Report 
FYEAR.0 - Annual Fuel Usage Report 
ICEMDETL.0 - ICEM Detailed Output Plan 
ICEMFINL.0 - ICEM Final Resource Plan 
INCSTMNT.0 - Income Statement 
PROFLOSS .O - ProfitiLoss 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 

gw>U 00001641) that was produced in response to the Minndsota Department of Commerce'i 

Information Request No. 1 I. 
....... ....... -. ..... .- .. - .- ... - -.. ...... _ ..... .. .-...- ....... ... - . ............. ...................... 

(c) Great Ever Energy: Discovery is ongoing with respect to G~eat River Energy, . . 

and the Applicants will suppIement their Response to No. 17(c) shortly. ' - 
- . - . . . .  . . .  

^..\_ .? -__._, ......-. ... - _ . . . .  .... . . . .  ...-............... (d) - Missouri River Energy Services: & foid& l abe l ed ' tmS  R ~ ~ $ ~ ~ ~ ~  to 17;. ,- 

on attached CD-ROM disk 

(e) Southern Minnesota Municipal Power Agency: & folder labeled " S M m  

Response to IR 17" on attached CDLROM disk, which includes 16 EGEAS case files in' 
. . 

elecbonic format, labeled BASE.0UT; CASE1.OUT; CASEZ.OUT; CASE3.0UT; . . 

CASE1O.OUT; CASE11.OUT; CASEI~.OUT; CASE13. OUT; CASE14.0ZPT; 

CASE1S.CbUT. SMMPA previously provide electronic files of inputs and outputs of its load 

forec'ast and DSM screening as a part of replies to the Minnesota ~ e ~ a r t m e k  of Commerce's 

Information Requests in this docket. 

INFORMATION REQUEST NO. 18: What other utilities, if any, use the lRP- 
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 ltlring 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, ' 

LLNDQUIST & VENNUM P.L.L.P. 

. . . I . . . . . . .  ................................ ......... . . . . . -  
{: ..f& ............ ..... .. . . . . . . . . .  ............... ,_._. ..... _ _  .... _. ...._... ,._." .,.-, , - _  __- .,>... ..- .,.. - ......... ,.... ..-...-...... --..* C..-.-.....l-.-A-. I ..-......... By: .. 

- - - .- ...-.--,...- -.--..'-'- i-L, 

 odd J. ~ k e r o i  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. 12-2500-1 7037-2, MPUC Dld NO. CN-05-619 
md OAH NO. 12-2500-1 703 8-2, MPUC Dlct NO. TR-05-1275 . 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 
OFFICE OF ADMNSTUTIVE HEARINGS 

FOR THE MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

In the Matter of the Application of Otter Tail 
Power Company and Others for Certification 
of Transmission Facilities in Western APPLICANTS' RESPONSE T O  
Minnesota, INFORMATION REQUESTS NOS. 25-26 

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

, . -. . -, . . . . . . . . . . . .  
- 3 

. . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ~ - .  . . . . . . . .  ................ . . .  and 
.- . . . ETAL. . . .  . . 

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

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

no Information 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 "Intervenors"), as 

follows: 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

1. The Applicants object to each one of the infonnation requests to the extent that 

they seek infomation beyond the requirements imposed by the Office of Administrative 

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

for District Courts. 

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

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

privilege on the ground that privileged matter is exempt fi-om discovery. 
1 '  

: - ' ,: 



1.D. NO. 47: Refer to the response in SouthDakota PUC ~ o c k e t  EL05-022 to SD PUC 
Staff Request No. 9, a copy of which response is attached for reference. 

The response states ''wilh the nofice,fio.om 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 t l ~ t  is exceeding 
the goal." 

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

information that is in-elcvant, immaterial, and not reasonably calculated to 1ead.t.o the discovery 
- . . . . ........-...- ................ 

'....'... ..... . ,of admissible evidence. Witl~out waivinglhe foregoing objections, Applicants provide the" " '"-'"--"- 

following response: 

early 2005, tile Heartland Board of Directors adopted several goals and business 
. . . . .  . . . .  . . . . . . .  

objectives. One of the objectives was to grow Heartland's customer base to replace the 610 MW 

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

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

South Dakota (Miller, Lmgford, Bryant &nd Sioux Falls) and two new inunicipals in Minnesota 
,, 

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

and agencies that ax in need of supplemental or full-require1ned.s power supply. 

. . . .  -, . . . . . . . . . . .  . . 1.R NO. 48: 'Please provide the responses to GRE's recent WP for 120 MW of pa wer. . . . . .  

RESPONSE NO. 48: Applicants object to tl5s request on the ground that it seeks 

' infonnation that is irrelevant, inunatelial, zuld not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery 
. . . . . . . . .  . . . . .  :. ( 

of admissible evidence. . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . : . . . .  ': . . . .  

I.R. NO. 49: Please identify any instances since Jmiuary 2,2003 inwhich any of the . ' . 

. . . . . . . .  ....... Big Stone 11 Co-ownen 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 &at it seeks 

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



DATED: March 22,2006 

BY: 
Todd 3. Guerrero (023 8478) 
'Peter L. Tester (222525) 

4200 IDS Center 
.z..-v.. .......... 'l-' ............... 11.-; ..d..a.....r....=........ <...I.... n-1- ...,. i..~...<.7.L...?.....,.7............ ,... ->-,-. .........- ...-.... ....... .... . . .  .. ... ... .,........ ..... ... . 8 ,S outh,:;8& .Street.- ; : ..:, . . ....-- .-,-.. , ,.--. - 

'MiTrneaGolis, 55402 
" 

(612) 371-3211 
(6 12) 371 -3207 (facsirmle) 



IBEFORX TED3 PUEiUC UTEITIES COMlVHSSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

Docket No. EL 05-022 

Lu h e  Mattes of Otter Tail Power Company on BIG STONE 11 CO-OWNERS' 
Behalf of Big Stone T[ Co-Owners for an OBJECTIONS AM3 RESPONSES TO 
Energy Conversion Facility Permit for the PROPOUNDING INTERVENORS1 
Construction of the Big Stone TT Project FOURTH REQUEST FOR DOCUNIENTS 

The Big Stone lI Co-owners (hereinafter referred to as LLApplicants"), by and through 
............ . . . . . . . .  ........... .-.-.-,* --.. .--., ............ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . .  . . . . . .  . , .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  _ . - . 

their attorneys of record, make the following objections and responses t o  the Fouirh Set of 

Requests for Productio~ of Docume~ts prepomder? by M h e s o  t z s  Fm . A !  Enzrg-y-Efficient 

Ecoiiomy, Izaak Walton League of America - Midwest OEce, Union of Concersei! S~~ie~lists ,  

-- . .  - . . . . . . . .  
and ' h e s 6 t a  Center for Envirokental Advocacy (Tropounding Intervenor$') dated March 9, 

?k order to avoid unduly lengthy objections and responses and in order to avoid repetition 

of objections, objections that appear fi-equently in the responses or that have general applicability . 
I 

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

REquest for ~ocuments. Any documents produced are subject to and provided notwithstanding 
- 

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

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

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

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

seeks attomey-work product; or seeks information whch is privileged and therefore not subject 

to discovery. 



B. Applicanh object to any and all instructions or dehitions beyond the 
. . 

. . 
requirements imposed by the South Dakota Rules of Civil Procedure. 

I '  

C; Applicants object to the request to the extent it is .unreason;dbly cumulative or 

duplicative, or the information sought by the request is obta&ahle from some another source that 

is more convenient, less burdensome, or less expensive. 

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

. . .  - .  . . . . 

io lea& to Ciia &sco$eq- of il.dr&sible .f;vfdmce bectiwt &E reqiest seeks responses to - . . . . . 

, . .. , 

information repests propo'kded 'in proceedings in Minnesota regai-ding an application for a 
. . 

.. . . . . . . . .  ....... ............. ... , .  . - $ 

.-. :.. certificate of need'and a route permit ,for transmission facilities to be located in h e s o t a .  -The ...- --. . . . . .  

issuesL.in the Minnesota proceedings are distinct &om the issues in the docket cmently pending ' . . .. 
' .. 

before fhe, South Dakota PUC for an energy conversion facility siting pennit 

Counsel for ap&ah.ts have posed objections to the Informatian Requests riferred to in ' . . . .  . . 

l?ropounhg Intervenors' request for production which are adopted herein by reference. . .. 

RESPONSE: Applicant lias p~eviously served responses to ~niormatio= ~ecyuest Nos. 3- 
. . 

49 upon ~ r o ~ o u n d i n ~  Intervenors, wf&h responses are also available on the project extranet site., 

' ~ ~ ~ l i c r n t  has served public and non-public versions of the responses on ~ r o ~ o m d i n g  . , 

. InterGenors. Any portions of Applicant's ~esponsks denoting ''bade secret data" or "trade secret . '.. 
. . . .  

. . , . -  . 
material" shall be deemed a s  appropriately designated as "Aliomey's Eyes Only" pursuant to  ih& '' '" 

. . . . . . .  . . . . . . .  . . ".' ...'.... 

Amended Confidentiality Agreement in this matter. . . 



. LlNUQUlS'l' & VENN UM P.L.L.P. 

4200 IDS CENTER 
80 SOUTH EIGHTH STREET 

IN DENVER: 

MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55402-2274 
600 1 7 ~ ~  STREET, SUITE 1800 SOUTH 

TELEPHONE: 612-371-321 I 
DENVER, CO 80202-5441 
TELEPHONE: 303-573-5900 

FAX: 61 2-371-3207 FAX: 303-573-1956 

ATORNEYS AT LAW ~ww.lindsuist.corn 

May 3,2006 

BY NESSENGER 

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 Certi3cate of Need for Transnzission 
Lines in Western Minnesota 
Minnesota PUC Docket No.: EOI 7/~$05-619 

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 SMMFA have c o n k e d  that they 
have provided all of the responsive information to I.R. No. 17. No further data exists. If you 
believe additional information exists notwithstanding, please identiify it with specificity and we 
will conduct further investigation. 

We are seeking c o n b a t i o n  £?om the other Applicants that they too have provided all of 
the information responsive to I.R. #17, and we will let you know those responses as they are 
communicated to us. In the meantime, it would be helphl 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 information regarding the Applicants' IRPs, forecasts and related 
information, numbering into the tens of thousands of pages. The Applicants have even provided 
the intervenors with the manuals for the IRPs. Based on these submissions, the intervenors 

. - 1 '  
- - ' . I  .I.! mi 



LINDQUIST & VENNUM P.L.L.P. 

Elizabeth Goodpaster, Esq. 
May 3,2006 
Page 2 

should be able to conduct their own calculations and evaluations regarding the Applicants' IRPs 
and proposed projects, including Big Stone Unit 11. 

--- -. .-. -. ..- - ,, , ,- - ,_ _:. 

Please feel ii-ee to contact me if you have any questions. 

Very truly yours, 
- .  

LINDQUIST & VENNUM P.L.L.P. 

/& f .  
Peter L. Tester 

PTlcaf 
Enclosures 

cc: Todd Guerrero, Esq. 
Synapse Energy Economics 



LINDQUIST & VENNUM P.L.L.P. 

4200 IDS CENTER IN DENVER: 
80 SOUTH EIGHTH STREET 600 1 7 ~ ~  STREET, SUITE 1800 SOUTH 
MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55402-2274 DENVER, 60 80202-5441 
TELEPHONE: 6 12-371 -321 1 T E L E P H O N E : . ~ O ~ - ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ O O  
FAX: 612-371-3207 FAX: 303-573-1956 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW www.lindquist.com 

May 3,2006 

BY FEDERAL EXPRESS 

Elizabeth Goodpaster, Esq. 
- - .. Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy - - 

26 East Excl~ange Street 
Suite 206 
St. Paul, MN 55101-1667 

Re: In the Matter of the Application for a Cel-tificate of Need for Traizsmission 
Lines it2 Western Minnesota 
Minnesota PUC Docket No. : EOI 7/CN-05-619 

Dear Beth: 

Enclosed and served upon you is the Applicants3 Supplemental Response to Information 
Requests No's. 25-49, based on your letter of March 30,2006. The Applicants do not have any 
further response to I.R. Nos. 36 and 48. 

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

Very truly yours, 

LINDQUIST & VENNUM P.L.L.P. 

tk i. T& 
Peter L. Tester 

PT/caf 
Enclosures 

cc: Todd Guen-ero, Esq. 
Synapse Energy Economics 



Goodpaster, Beth 

From: Goodpaster, Beth 

Sent: Friday, April 07, 2006 12:19- PM 

To: Peter L. Tester 

Subject: FW: Intervenors' RFP 4 in ~ ~ 0 5 - 0 2 2 ;  and Intervenors' IR No. 17 in CN-05-619 

Since 1 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 issuesJ' besides the ones that your planned correspondence is 
to address. Would appreciale your response on these questions as  soon as possible. 
Thank you, 

Beth Goodpaster 
Energy Program Director 
Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy 

2 6  E. Exchange St., Suite 206 , 

St. Paul, M N  55101 
(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 
£tom 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. 

From: Goodpaster, Beth 
Sent: Friday, March 24,2006 3:10 PM 
To: 'Peter L. Tester' 
Cc: tguerrero@Iindquist.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 MDU1s 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 spreadsheet4hat 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 M N  
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 

.; iniportant information 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. 

Beih Goodpaster 
Energy Program Director 
Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy 
26 E. Exchange St., Suite 206 
St. Paul, MN 551 01 
(651) 223-5969 phone 
(651) 223-5967 fax 

- .- - - - .. ... bgoodpasfe~@mncenter.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 
fiom 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 notifjr us immediately by email or phone and destroy 
any paper or electronic copies of this email message. 



Goodpaster, Beth 

From: Goodpaster, Beth 

Sent: Tuesday, April 18,2006 426 PM 

To: 'Peter L. Tester' 

Subject: MCEA 1R 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 renewables plan, and 5) the 75% conservation and renewables plan. As 
1 mentioned on the phone, we received the modeling files for the Preferred Plan, but not for the other five plans 
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 
www.rnncenter.orq 

"Since 1974, your legal and sdi'entific 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 oth'erwise 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 ernail or phone and destroy 
any paper or electronic copies of this email message. 



Goodpaster, Beth 

From: Goodpaster, Beth 

Sent: Wednesday, May 03,2006 12:17 PM 

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

Subject: Discovery in Big Stone II cases 

Importance: High 

Gentlemen: 

- :-.. . .- ~n-a-conversation-w~~h..~eter.~e.~~erd.a~~a~er~?~o.n~ .!1!BBar.n.ed_f_o~_t~efir_s.i.i_t~_m_e..t_~~,t~~,.~ig9~t_~ne I! Co:yvners mayVVV . . ., ,- 

be objecting to providing the information that has not been provided in response to our Information Request 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 lhave discussed with Peter on multiple occasions over on the phme 2nd Via ernail, 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 modeling 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 ties for the IRP modeling runs have not been provided. 

Our consultants need the entirety of data sought in 1R 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 subjecf 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 
(65.1) 223-5967 fax . , 

bgoodpaster@mncenfer. 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 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. 



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, after they looked again at the GRE Response to IR No. 17. We still 
believe that we have not received all the inputloutput 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 for "Scenario Risk Analysis". Although, unlike OTP, GRE provided files for all the resource scenarios it 
analyzed, GRE appears not to have provided any inputfoutput 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 inputloutput files were provided (the other two boxes). 
All of these would have been inputloutput files 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 551 01 
(651) 223-5969 phone 
(651) 223-5967 fax 
bgoodpaster@mncenter. 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 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. 
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*Ceder for . . . . . . ! '  - - . +  . . . . _ . .  . . - -. 
. . '  . . t 

L - I ' ental Advocacy ,, - ' -:.. . . 
- .  , . 

- .  . - . . . . . . .  ie legal d s&n'tific p i c e  pratcdting and &fending ~ i n n e s o k * o  een&mncnt'. ., . . . . .  . . . .  - . - 1 . . 

. - .  -. . . . .  . . 
' ~oundi ,n~'Dlrcclor  ' .. . Sigurd F.OIron . , , ... . I .. Peter L. Tester . ' 

(~ass; iss%).  . . ., Lhdquid k d  v e n n . .  
~ o n r d a ? ~ l r u & r s  ' , ' 

Smia L. Gnldmh-Cnrtcr ' 

. . 4200-DS Cent.er ' " . '. 
Clmir . . . .  . .80 south Eighth Street . . . .  

.Jim P c q  ' ' . . . 
Kc: C1!'7il. - : 

Minneapolis; MN 55402. 

. . . . . . .. I . . .. ~ & y ~ . ~ i n ~ r  ' . . .  

Kim dnrigon . Vmre in receipt of ~ i g  ~t6n.e I( CO-o,&ers3 resp-onses. to oiu l-aht ie t  of . . * .  . . .  . I ; . - 
. discovery requests (Nos. 25-49) ih the Mimesota Big Stone I1 docket:, acne c l~r i shnson  : .  1 .  

s - -  
. . . . .  . Cllarles K. Daytpn . After reviewing yoin.responses, we request that you moie fully respond as ' 

. R O ~ C ~  G. ha . . . . .  -- .  L., is required under the rules and applicable law,' Pursuant to Minn; R. Civ. . . .  
I .  Jnncl C. Grcin - , , . . P. 37.01 (2006) @..Ge~erd Rules of Pra~tke, RUG 115.10 (2006), . : '. ' , . . . . .  

, . 
. Cccily Hincsf- . ; consider this pip. gqod fa& attempt to resoive any i:sues without .. . . 

. . 
Vwyn S . ~ o ~ e n  . 

1 . .  . .  . . . . . . I  inT!olvem& of the . ~ o m & s s i o r ~ - . ~ e  . Bavk-the foUowing com'ments and a .  ' 

. ~ o l m o ~  - . - , . : rkqu&ts regarding your Mtial discoyerjr rel$onses:' - ' '. , . . . . 
. . . . .  bouglqs A KclIQ .-, * . z. . . .  . . r r  . . .  RESPOWSES TO JR NOS. 25-30 : * . . '  . . , . . . ~ i c h n c l i ~ c b c r - D ~ ~ E ; , ,  " . . .  . . . . 

I ' 

nee Uonb - .  . . . . ' : . . . .  . . , . a .  

I .  . . . . . .  3mPcn-j ' : :. . . . . .  ' - ,: . This *oup of gomation requests sought detaili ofgiaphs '~~bmiitted to , - . Slcvl;~G. ?Iromc 
I )  the South Dakota public Utilities Co,pmission regarding Big Stone 3J Co- , . . ' . . 

\ .  owner;' claiped forecasts ahd projections air emissions fiom the~rqpbsed . . . . ' MndioC. Brand . . .  
project. ., 

- . . . . . .  . - Etenrliw Dlreclor . - - . . . . .  . . 
% . . .  

- ' _ _  . - . , . . . - 8  
. a  . - 

. . Big Stone 11 CO-owners.' state objedons to k NOS. 25,26;28, and 30 on . . ' ., 
relevance gounds, that state "the informatioq sought concerns Bir' , . 4 . L . . emission issues fiom the Big'Stone paw& plant logated jn South Dakota; " * :. 

. . ,  . .  . . . . .  which &e ~+nasily and exclusively within the purview. of the &ir.qml& .. .. . . .  . . . .  , p;oceedings before ihe So@ Dakota Department of ~nvironmeni and . . .  . ( - NatqralR&ource~ ("DENx"). - E s  info--tion is not relevant to the . . : . . - _. 
I .  . , . . . - . . .  - - . . : subject matters of this hearing." . . .  . - . . I.' ' . '  - . . , . . -  . . .  

0 .  , . . . . . ' _  
'C . . .  I ' - ,  . 

1 , I Your relevance objections. to these requests, which' mount tounr,efusd to ' . , :. . - , ' 
. . 

L - . . 
' . 9ubstahtively respond., are unf~unded. These air emission issues ,ae . . . , .. ' excluiibely within the of the SOU& Dakota,air permit 

5 ,  . . . 
I .  . . . ..  - . ... - p ~ ~ w ~ d j n g s ,  and are relettint to thk &Enneso$a ~ertis'cate of Need;dgcket. ......... 

. . , . i , .- 
a ..!, . 

- . .  . . .  . . 
. . 8 <'.+ . - . . . , ' . - - .  - .  

. . .  . . . .  r <&kdb> a MN G r p ~ ~ ~ l n t ~ r u s i n ~  soy in!a hn 100 perccnbpost-cotuiuncr rccyclod p p p ~  1 . 1 . - 7  .-r . - 1  . . . C 
. . 

, . . . . . . -  , _ . . . .  . . 
I . . .  . . '. . 1 : . . -. . . ,  - .  . . . I .  . _ . . . . 7 -2 
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* - ' . . 'Mr. Peter 1;. Tester . * .  . , . .. ' C  
1 " . 

Mach 30,2006 '. ' ' . .! . I  - .C , . .  . . . .  . - . . ' -  . I  

L .  
, '  

. . ' .  . . . ,  
a ,  - * .  

Page2 of5 . ,. . : . .. . , I .. ( I .  . , .  - . . . ,  . 
1 . - I . .  

I - 
-- . - :- AS youl&, the ~e&icate-of ~ e e d  statute requires a ~ o b ~ a r i & ~  of the cosii of the. . I .  . . - 

I '  . . 
proposed project, including ~vhonment~'costs, to the cost d f  reriewable energy.s&rces, . - 

- .  
l - .  . Mhn. St@. 5216B.243, subd. Saprovides thatarenewable energy soirces mustbe :' , . 

, . -  
.I . exaniined, incluckig a cimpadson of the costsof renewable energy to thd selected . ; . .  L 

0 .  

. . . : ' . .. dternative.' Air cioissions are pa& fhe enviroqentd.costs to $6 factored'int~. thig ' . . .  . . .. . .  . . . . 1' 

@ysis. . - . .  . - q .  . 
; . : . As the  omm mission &d ig ~ecernber; ihe need for'the power l k e  and thk need for-the - . . ' . m 

- .. generati& are "ineXtricaB1y Wed." ~everal~rovisions of the Com&ssi+t3s Cedificpte .- ' ..: 
. 1 .  . of Neeerules also require a anbideration of environmentd impacts; 'mcluding.'h4ki. R. - 

.I . I - 7849.0l20(B)(3)(relatingre1ag to the effects of @e proposed facility upoathe natural and . .. 
. 1  

. - .  , - socioeconomic ehviro&e'its''); and Minn. R. 7849.7849.0120(~)(relatin~ to inhem the . ' 

. . , projects ben'ehts are "compaiible y$h protecting the natural.and socioeconomic . : . ' , . , .  
' . -  

. . - en~onments,,j,.ncluding hiiman health"). ' . a: . I , . . 
. , . -  I . . , . . .  ' .  I - 8 1 I 

I .  

'. Moreover, the rules require consideration of wheth'er the project would comply with ,. 
federalLlaWs (bkim. R. 7 849.0 120@)).. Om~InfO'mziion Request No. 26 in particular . . 
relates directly to how the Applicants interpret and plan t ~ . c o m $ ~  with federal mercury - a -. - . .  8 .  emission laws arid regulations: . . , 

0 .  
. . - I . a  . . . 

. 'In addition, the f '~n&onjnknfal Impaid S coping Decision" of the Minnesota ~ e ~ ' a + n e ~ t  : ; 
a . , 

' -  ' .  .- of Commerce CDOC"), of February 2g4 2006, states.that it$ EIS wlll'address - qnv4omental and humw impacts of the prbposed project an4 alternatives, including' . .. - . - - emissions df hazardous air polltdmts such as mercury. 'I&' scop&g Decision. further . , 

. . elaljerates thit the &dysis of altem@ives to the proposed project jncludks ana.lj,sis;*f : 
- - . : , human and envimnm&tal, impactsof the proposed $oWa Big stone II1power @a$ 

- 

\ , . exp&siosionz  isc closure of the &pacts ofthe project, and the co&parison of the &pacts. . .. , 
of the project with altbatives such as renewable ener@'sources &ciously.requires and . - . . ., . I. . . * ' 

'ahlysis of the ak quality impacts of each. Ow infopation requests relating to air ': . . 
erpissions, axid how &e Big stone II project plans to control its mercury emlss@s;.C02 

. ; and df%r -emissions, go directly to the issues of human and envirome@.l impacts ' . 
.. associated kith tbe size, type, and ndtiming of the proposed pr,oject. . . . . . . 

- .  1 .  e . . -  . 
I , ' .  I '  - . . . . I I 

1 
. , . . 

Minn. s&. $216~;243, subd. 3a. ("Use of r&ewableiesdurca. h e  commission maylbt issue a ' 

' 'certificate of need under this section for a large energy facility that generates electcic power by means af a . 
nonrenewable energy source, or that qans& electric. power generated by meax& of a nonrenewable ener& ' b I 

I so&c,e, unless the applicant for the certlticate bas demonstrated to fhe commission's salisfaction &it it has . . , 1  

explored 'Che possib'ility of; gcgerating poweiby means of reneypble-energy sources and has demonstrated - . 
, * -  

+at fhe altemative.selected iB l ed~  experisiv'e (including enyironmentd costs) than power.generatz-d by. a . . . . 
fenew@le energy source.'?: .. 
. . .  .. . . a ,  

. . . .  . . . 
. . - -2 - .  . Minoeiota ~ e ~ a r t m e n t  d Commerce ~hviromental &act ~tatenient   cop in^ ~e&ion,  PUC . I 

, - . . . . Docket No..EO17, e;t aI./CN105-619? page 3 (The EIS will "review &pach'hdmitigation+asures for. . . - .  
. . ' , the ~ ~ m i ' s s i o n  project in the application, inc1udi.g the assumption of tie ~i~ Stone It Plait . 

exljansign.") .' . , . . . % . . , .  . 
. - . - 

I I . - 
J 

- _i. , - ,  . . 
a * '  I . I  . . . . .  . - . .  . .  . .. . 

. a .  

. . *  .* - . .  I . a .  
. . . . - .  . . 

. . .  . a ' .  
* .. . . . ,223:." ' . '  - .  
; . , , <-., . I ' 
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I - Page30f15 .' ', 
, . 

* .  2.. . 
, . . . ' L .  - ,' . s :  + 

. . . . .. . . . . . . -.' The rel&ilnoe,objection is eipekiaUy pGrplexing with.;egafd to infomation kequek 246: . . I. 
. - 

. 28,.whiEh spedscdy seeks infomation related to Big Stong II claims regadkg the , . . - a .  

i. -. . interplay between the project's 'fC02 intensity" and the transmission lines proposed to be a 

. .. . .. built in. Minnesota. It seems highty unlikely that the .Solith ~ a l r b t i  DENR will b;e - . . .. . - 
' eiralu&hg these Big ~tb.mII'claims in its federal clean A.i;'~ct proceeding. . .**. ' . , . . 2, 

. . 
a ,  , - I 

I _  , . I .  . ,  

. .  . : . You also iiq& in your responses to IR Nos. 25,26,28, and 3 0 th3t it matters that .'?he 
. . 

. , docment refer.en'ced was produceh'by Applicants in a separate proceeding before the - 
. 1 '  : South Dakota: Public Services [si~] Commissi~h, involving thk  Applicants?. applicati& 

' for an energy conversion facility permit under South-Dakota law." The fact that Big . '' 
a 

' .Sib& II Co-owners submitted ihls docujneqt to the south ~ a k o t a  ~ubl ic  utilities 1 ' 

Corn-sion at the h e s t  of one of the. Cdmmisdioners has 60 bearing on whetherbe 
ban se& discovery regird& I ,  .what are now public documents a d  party admissions. 

i .  

~. .- .- . ... .. 
. )  . . Especially view ,of tke.overar:ching requirements of the hkmesota Environme&.l ' -':. . ' ..--- 

I I .  Policy Act (WEPY) 9 d  khneseqta ~nvironmental Rig&~, Act ~ ~ v l ~ ~ A . ' ~ ) , ' s u b ~ t i v e  a 
, # I  

responses to our information requests regarding the emissions of the Big Stone power .- . 
, . - plant are 2equired? Indeed fhe faoj that the ~1ant  that would prod* emissi&s is . - 

. ,  proposed to be locatd in ~outh.~alrota is ineleva& since MERA extends Minnesota . 
I .  jurisdiction to- acts o c c ~ g  outside the state, when fhe actions threaten poPption, . . 

. impainrient or d&tructiori of naturalresoirces within ~ e s o t a 4  . I . . . . . . .  

Some of yom.objectiod ar&"vaguen&xyy objerkions, and though we.do not k k ~ r  tdat , A 

l$e terins are m'ighous, we offer the following alternate terms to assist you in 
responding to there@&. "Source documents", IR No. 25,28 and'29,can be read as ' 
''supprtlng doi;uments". f'Calculationsy ,'in,IR Nos. 25 and 28, cab be read as , ', 

. . 
"supForting ~alculations and workpapem':. 'cAUowmce allocations", in IR ~ b .  26,kefek. ' 

, 

to i b s e  merwcmisgioq dowance~allocations expected to be made under the federd 
cleah Air ~krcury"~ule,'and "allowance costs", caq be read as c7he-cost of alldwances . 

, .  
that the Co-omers antioipate will need td be pmcbred in kder to maintain pfojected- . . 

' operation'of Big Stmeunit 11." In IR No. 29, youqqestion the pplicable tirhe 
' 

wllicb Co;owners' "effbrts" should be described, and tl~us we would limit this requist tb 
"efforts made in I h e  past five years"; also you question what is meant by "other . ,, 
evidence", and th& t k m  can be read as "qpporiing documentationy '.. Finally; you object 
to DR No. 2g(e) on the basis fhat "my ~oriim&cation" is overly broad and burdensome; ' . . I 8 .  

. . . .. 

3 . se< ~ e o ~ i e ~ o F ~ n v i r ~ n n i e n ~ ~  ~nl i~7~tenrna~t  & ReqonsibiliOt (PEER)). 266 N.W.2d 858, 865 
(Mim 1978) ('To ensure that the MEQC would.,not sacrifice &nvironmental protection in its attempt to ~ i t e  
p w e r  planis and KVTLs as efficiently as possible, [@E legislature] raquiretl that 'to the fullest extent . . 
practicable the polic'ies, regulations and public laws of the state shall be'interpreted and d ikh i s t a re~ in  , , .  

accordance wiq b e  policies set forth in W A ] . '  . . . Recdtly, in No Power Line, kc. v. Minnesota EQC, ' ' ' 

-Minn., 262 N.W.2d 3 12,323 (19773, we decided that the legislame did hot intend fhe PPSA power Plant9 
Siting Act] to MQk and m&e it superfluous. To&y we reach.a similar conclusion regardin'g , 

.Ml%L Rather &an &tending the PPSA to supcirsede MERA, the legislature passed all these statutes to 
ensure. that acbhi&ative agencies worJd discharge fully their en@ronmental responsibilities.") . 



, . '  . . . -. . - .  . .  I 

. 4  . a .  . . L . - . . we can limit this request to 'bvritten-~~-&cati~n?';ihat address d e  subjdct.of - ' ; . -  . . ,  : . 1 

. . . . . a  utiliz&on.of the ~'$25'rnillio~ dbUar inv'estment inadditional regional trinsmission 
. , I , capacity" to transniit electricity generated by v&d power, - .  . , . . . . - 

- *  . - '- ' I . , . -  . . . . ' 

RESPONSE TG IRNo. 31: The cpe;tign specSoally a&s B&~toAe U: CO-oynirs'io a ' ' . . . . 
- . ,  e&lain in detail what ~ S M  "siss~piions" GRE is referring to'in its 2005 Resource Plan 

and how'tkey ''weaken a e  forecast." Your response states-that the relpest is va& a d .  ' a 

ambiguous with respect to where ih the Resource Plan GRE &es.these statements. . ,. 
. This info&ation can& found on page 78 of the 2005 Resouice Plan. ~he.res~o&e also 

states that theinformation ~oncemhg GFWs 2005 Resource Plan is not relevant to &e . . 
subjeit m a h  of tbisSheasing. As y6u know,'DSMis squarely presehied as a issue ii . ; ' , 

I .  

. . . .  - this proceeding ,imder'Minn Stat $2 UB.243 subd. 3, ' a d  GM;S admissions regarding . . 
, -  

. the subject of DSM in its Resoyme Plan are fa& subjeds of discovery in this docket as . , ' .  
.' well as iq the Resource.Plan dbclcet itself, . s - - a  . . . , .  - . .. I , I  

I - . . 
r . 2 

- .  
- . . 

: RESPONSE 'I'O'IRNO'. $@): BG Stone II ~ b - o w n e ? ~ " ~ ~ o n s e  states that 'two ' - . . ._  * .  

CMMPA plennisg studi& prepar'ed by RV. Beck have previously beenprovided to " 
. . 

. . 
~Intervenors. ~ 6 h a v e  checked our recardi, and do not believe that ihe 2004 analy& has . . 

. been provided to us previously. . . _I . . . - , ) ,  
6. . '- . . . .  . 1 . .  . ) . . RESPONSE Td IR No. 34: ~ h i i  &for&atioon reiuest asked both an hteedghtory and . ' - ,  * .  

, Bsked Big Stone II'CO-ownas to provide ~ u ~ ~ o r i i n ~  docu&ntation forrthe response. , 
\ - . - ,  Yoqi response, did not provide'supporting docmuentation, and on. that basis, is p d q y  . * a . I 

. . . non-responsive. . . .  . . , .  . ,  
. . ,  . I . . 9 - . -  RESPONSE T O E ~  NO. 36: , Theiespoase states thgbthe 'Big Stone Unit 11 - ,  . , ' . . 

. 0 ,  . ,  : .participation ~greement defines the-rights and obligations of the ~&licants, kcluding # .  . . 
- - circu,mstance's whgeby one or more partkipapt altirs the amount of it6 shaie of Big .. I 

. . ,  
. ~tdne,u&t n? '.If the idomt ion  requested is in the B g  Stonelunit II Pirticipation . . 

'. Agreement, a copy of that *a&eement shodd be provided as we spec5cally asked for .. * .  
' ; supporting docutizentation in IR No. 3,6(c). . .  . - - I .  . . 

. - 
RESPONSE TO IR No. 37: .After re$ewing fkie response to IR Go. 37, we thinli it is ' : . 

. non-responsive. The questio~'sp&Cifically asks %hat criteria w&e used to pick theee ., - .. 
average annual- compoupd growth rateI2"not xhat process w,a used. ' 

. . I " 

. # . L  ' 
i .  ' . I  

t * 

- ' RESPONSE TO IR No. 48: ''Ilks IR sbught thk respons& to GRE's recent requek foi 
, pioposals for 120 IhW of power; we &der@aod that thii; was a kquest for pr~posals in 

I ' ,  ' 2005 for power &om renewable energy sources. Big Stone D C o - o ~ e r s  stated objection . . 
, , to IR No. 48 is that '5t 2s notreasonably calculated to lead to the discovety of aMsi31e , 
* - - e~dence." The responses to &U3's 2005 request f& proposals for renewable resources 

. c ,  
. . 

isdirect$ relevant to evaluating GRE's claimsregaql.ing.the relative costs of renewable . 

energy sources 'such i s  uvind power; a. subj ect ,$hat is.'at issusin this proceedin@. .. 8 

Mordova, when we yked a similar question &the E d  Set of ~equest  for Production ' 
1 

, 

. . of Documentsh.*SD PUC Docket No.'ELO5-022, rhgasding the r&panses. to aGRE . 1- 
. >  - 8 .  - - .  . . . . .  I < 

. , .  '. . . .: I - . 
. . I '  . ' .  - .  ' 
- .  I , . .  ' . . 
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a . Page5 of5  , .. . . 

' .  
, - -  . '  ,.  . . . .  - 

. . .  . , . 2  ' .  
. - - .  . . . L  
- .  

I . .  . . 
I ' 

. . 
8 .  . 

I . . I . .  . . &guest for propos~+ it issued in lati 2004, Big ~ tbne  ~$ovid'edk responsive ' ,  

. . .  . . . I . . .  . .  .' , : . . . .  dociments without obj kction. , .  . _ 
" . . . . .  . I - .  

I 

, .  . . f woulddike to schedule a c&fere&e o i l  with& ~ o n d a ~ ,  Apd  3,2006 to discqss the ; ' - - , 
. t .  

' . Bboye matters, in addition to the discovey issues that I've raised wifh respeit ttd ;&' : - . . , , 1. 

.I . Third ~ e t ' o f  ~nterm~atories in me souih Dakota proceeding and . - our Infonpation Request 
a . .  . . ,  I 
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