MINNESOTA OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

FOR THE

MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

In the Matter of the Application of Great    OAH Docket No. 15-2500-19350-2

River Energy, Northern States Power

Company (d/b/a/ Xcel Energy) and others 
     PUC Docket No. CN-06-1115

for Certificates of Need for the Cap X

345-kV Transmission Projects

(What to comment about?  See next page for criteria this will be judged on!  Then use this form with the heading as above, and fill in and/or delete parts in parens, use them as guides and to help incorporate relevant criteria into your comment so that it will be on point – comments have to be related to whether or not the line is need, whether the claimed need could be met with conservation or renewable generation, and the very few environmental issues reviewed)(for this form in WORD format, go to http://nocapx2020.info/?p=349)
PUBLIC COMMENT AND AFFIDAVIT OF (your name here!)

(your name here), after being duly sworn on oath, states and deposes as follows:

1. I am (describe yourself and your interest, i.e., a landowner who received notice of CapX 2020; a ratepayer of CapX applicant, an irate citizen, grand pooh-bah of whatever organization…).

2. (describe anything you’ve done thus far, i.e., attend meetings, write letters, etc)

3. CapX 2020 (give your general opinion about purpose and need for CapX 2020 here)

CAPX 2020 IS NOT NEEDED

(the following section sets out the legal criteria, because it’s a Certificate of Need proceeding, you need to comment about criteria -- what they have to do to show that it’s needed.  If they don’t do it adequately, don’t demonstrate need, they won’t get a Certificate of Need – #4 is an example of taking the criteria from other side of this sheet and incorporating it into the Affidavit/Comment, like in #4, comment on as many of those individual criteria as you have something to say something about)

4. CapX has not demonstrated that demand for electricity cannot be met more cost effectively through energy conservation and load-management measures.

5. (explain why, what could be done, use numbers as needed)

(to enter exhibits, use format example below in #6 – this is a good way to beef up your comment)

6. Attached as Exhibit ___ (alpha or numerical order for exhibits) is a true and correct copy of (name of document here, be very specific, give internet link where possible)

7. Exhibit ___ shows (describe generally what’s important about this document).

8. On p. ___ of Exhibit ___, (point out particular part and quote from it)

(need to comment on the Environmental Report, and explain why it’s inadequate)

9. The Environmental Report for CapX 2020 is inadequate because it fails to adequately address the following issues:

a. (Issue I)

b. (Issue II)

c. (Issue III) etc…

(always end by thanking them for opportunity to comment!)

10. Thank you for the opportunity to Comment on the need for CapX 2020.

Dated: _____________________

____________________________





(your name here)






(your address here)






(your phone here)

Signed and sworn to before me this

(your email here)

____ day of September, 2008.

_________________________________

Notary Public
STATUTORY CRITERIA -- From Minn. Stat. §216B.243:

In assessing need, the commission shall evaluate:
(1) the accuracy of the long-range energy demand forecasts on which the necessity for the facility is based;
(2) the effect of existing or possible energy conservation programs under sections 216C.05 to 216C.30 and this section or other federal or state legislation on long-term energy demand;
(3) the relationship of the proposed facility to overall state energy needs, as described in the most recent state energy policy and conservation report prepared under section 216C.18, or, in the case of a high-voltage transmission line, the relationship of the proposed line to regional energy needs, as presented in the transmission plan submitted under section 216B.2425;
(4) promotional activities that may have given rise to the demand for this facility;
(5) benefits of this facility, including its uses to protect or enhance environmental quality, and to increase reliability of energy supply in Minnesota and the region;
(6) possible alternatives for satisfying the energy demand or transmission needs including but not limited to potential for increased efficiency and upgrading of existing energy generation and transmission facilities, load-management programs, and distributed generation;
(7) the policies, rules, and regulations of other state and federal agencies and local governments;
(8) any feasible combination of energy conservation improvements, required under section 216B.241, that can (i) replace part or all of the energy to be provided by the proposed facility, and (ii) compete with it economically;
(9) with respect to a high-voltage transmission line, the benefits of enhanced regional reliability, access, or deliverability to the extent these factors improve the robustness of the transmission system or lower costs for electric consumers in Minnesota;
(10) whether the applicant or applicants are in compliance with applicable provisions of sections 216B.1691 and 216B.2425, subdivision 7, and have filed or will file by a date certain an application for certificate of need under this section or for certification as a priority electric transmission project under section 216B.2425 for any transmission facilities or upgrades identified 
under section 216B.2425, subdivision 7;
(11) whether the applicant has made the demonstrations required under subdivision 3a; and
(12) if the applicant is proposing a nonrenewable generating plant, the applicant's assessment of the risk of environmental costs and regulation on that proposed facility over the expected useful life of the plant, including a proposed means of allocating costs associated with that risk.
Minn. Rule 7849.0120 CRITERIA.

A certificate of need must be granted to the applicant on determining that:

A. the probable result of denial would be an adverse effect upon the future adequacy, reliability, or efficiency of energy supply to the applicant, to the applicant's customers, or to the people of Minnesota and neighboring states, considering:

(1) the accuracy of the applicant's forecast of demand for the type of energy that would be supplied by the proposed facility;

(2) the effects of the applicant's existing or expected conservation programs and state and federal conservation programs;

(3) the effects of promotional practices of the applicant that may have given rise to the increase in the energy demand, particularly promotional practices which have occurred since 1974;

(4) the ability of current facilities and planned facilities not requiring certificates of need to meet the future demand; and

(5) the effect of the proposed facility, or a suitable modification thereof, in making efficient use of resources;

B. a more reasonable and prudent alternative to the proposed facility has not been demonstrated by a preponderance of the evidence on the record, considering:

(1) the appropriateness of the size, the type, and the timing of the proposed facility compared to those of reasonable alternatives;

(2) the cost of the proposed facility and the cost of energy to be supplied by the proposed facility compared to the costs of reasonable alternatives and the cost of energy that would be supplied by reasonable alternatives;

(3) the effects of the proposed facility upon the natural and socioeconomic environments compared to the effects of reasonable alternatives; and

(4) the expected reliability of the proposed facility compared to the expected reliability of reasonable alternatives;

C. by a preponderance of the evidence on the record, the proposed facility, or a suitable modification of the facility, will provide benefits to society in a manner compatible with protecting the natural and socioeconomic environments, including human health, considering:

(1) the relationship of the proposed facility, or a suitable modification thereof, to overall state energy needs;

(2) the effects of the proposed facility, or a suitable modification thereof, upon the natural and socioeconomic environments compared to the effects of not building the facility;

(3) the effects of the proposed facility, or a suitable modification thereof, in inducing future development; and

(4) the socially beneficial uses of the output of the proposed facility, or a suitable modification thereof, including its uses to protect or enhance environmental quality; and

D. the record does not demonstrate that the design, construction, or operation of the proposed facility, or a suitable modification of the facility, will fail to comply with relevant policies, rules, and regulations of other state and federal agencies and local governments.
