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6 Regarding renewable energy preferences found in Minn. Stat. §216B.243, Subd. 3a and §216B.2422, 
Subd. 4, the application states in Section 7.3.2 that the “renewable generation preference has been 
satisfied.”  Where applicants claim that 700MW of wind generation outlet is provided by the Brookings – 
Twin Cities line, with thermal limits of 2428MVA, and there are two other lines also with thermal limits 
of 2428MVA: 
a. Is it CapX’s position that the 700MW claimed provided by the Brookings – Twin Cities line is 

sufficient to satisfy the renewable energy preferences cited above? 
b. The applications states “wind and other renewable energy generation.”  What “other” types of 

renewable energy generation are contemplated? 
c. Identify with specificity any other considerations applicants take into account when stating that the 

“renewable generation preference has been satisfied.” 
d. Where FERC prohibits discrimination, how will applicants assure 700MW of wind generation has 

access to the Brookings – Twin Cities line?  

http://www.legalectric.org/

