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CapX 2020 Fargo-St. Cloud transmission route
OAH Docket No. 15-2500-20995-2
PUC Docket No. ET-2, E002/TL-09-1056

Dear Judge Heydinger:

Enclosed for filing please find NoCapX 2020, United Citizens Action Network and North Route 
Citizens Alliance’s Amended Petition for Intervention. 

This letter and Amended Petition for Intervention are being eFiled and served via email to all 
parties of record,with a hard copy to you.

Very truly yours,

Carol A. Overland           
Attorney at Law
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STATE OF MINNESOTA 
OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS 

FOR THE 
MINNESOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

 
 
 
In the Matter of the Application for a Route Permit for the  
CapX 2020 Fargo to St. Cloud 345kV Transmission Project 
 
 
 

AMENDED PETITION FOR INTERVENTION 
NO CAPX 2020, UNITED CITIZENS ACTION NETWORK,  

and  
NORTH ROUTE CITIZENS ALLIANCE 

 
 

I. INTRODUCTION 

NoCapX 2020 (hereinafter NoCapX), United Citizens Action Network (hereinafter U-

CAN) and North Route Citizens Alliance (hereinafter NoRCA) hereby make this Petition for 

Intervention as full parties, with all the rights of a party. NoCapX, U-CAN and NoRCA are 

organizations of affected landowners and residents within and in the immediate vicinity of the 

Fargo to St. Cloud transmission preferred and alternate routing options proposed for Phase I of 

CapX 2020.  NoCapX, U-CAN and NoRCA are joining together in this intervention to 

effectively utilize our limited resources. 

In the Prehearing Conference, we were told that United Citizens Action Network and 

North Route Citizens Alliance must produce Articles of Incorporation, Bylaws and a Resolution 

from the Board authorizing representation in this proceeding.  NoCapX 2020 had incorporated 

and produced such a Resolution upon demand in the CapX Certificate of Need proceeding in 
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2008. When asked for citation to authority that mandates Articles of Incorporation, Bylaws and a 

Resolution from the Board, the Judge did not cite authority, stated that Bylaws and a Resolution 

should be sufficient, and expressed concern over identification of who was speaking for the 

organization.   NoCapX 2020 and United Citizens Action Network have intervened in several 

utility proceedings, and counsel for NoCapX 2020, U-CAN and NoRCA has represented parties 

in many other proceedings before the PUC, and no such documentation has ever been required in 

any other instance. While we have provided some organizational documentation, attached and 

addressed below, we find this requirement most irregular and neither authorized or required 

under the rules of the Public Utilities Commission or the Office of Administrative Hearings.  We 

are attempting to participate and protect our rights to participate. We ask that this practice cease, 

or in the alternative, that this matter be Certified to the Commission, so that they may address the 

Commission’s desire and authority for such a requirement. 

II. INTERVENTION IS OPEN TO “ANY PERSON” – INCORPORATION 
IS NOT REQUIRED – AND REQUIREMENT OF INCORPORATION 
IS CONTRARY TO THE RULES AND THE COMMISSION’S 
MANDATE OF BROAD PUBLIC PARTICIPATION. 

 
The rules for Power Lines and Power Plant Siting, and also the general APA rules, 

provide guidance for intervention: 

1405.0900 INTERVENTION AS PARTY. 
 
Subpart 1. Petition. 
Any person desiring to intervene in the hearings as a party shall submit a timely 
petition to intervene to the administrative law judge and shall serve the petition upon 
all existing parties. Timeliness will be determined by the administrative law judge in 
each case based on circumstances at the time of filing. The petition shall show how 
the petitioner's legal rights, duties, or privileges may be determined or affected by the 
proceedings, how those rights, duties, and privileges are not otherwise represented, 
and shall set forth the grounds and purposes for which intervention is sought and shall 
indicate petitioner's statutory or legal right to intervene, if one should exist.  
 

Minn. R. 1405.0900, Subp. 1. 
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The rules of the Office of Administrative Hearings, for Power Lines and Power Plant Siting, and 

generally, define “Person” in both Chapter 1405 and 1400:  

1405.0200 Definitions 
Subp. 4.  Person. 
 
"Person" means an individual, partnership, joint venture, private or public 
corporation, association or society, firm, public service company, cooperative, 
political subdivision, municipal corporation, governmental unit or agency, public 
utility district, or any other entity, public or private, however organized. 
 

Minn. R. 1405.0200, Subp. 4.  The OAH general definition of “person” is similarly broad: 

1400.5100 Definitions 
Subp. 8. Person. 
"Person" means any individual, business, nonprofit association or society, or 
governmental entity. 
 

Minn. R. 1400.5100, Subp. 8. 

 Rather than being restrictive, the rules state that “any person” may intervene, and define 

“any person” very broadly, and there is no requirement that an intervenor be incorporated. 

 Limitation of intervention to only incorporated entities would be contrary to the 

legislature’s mandated public participation policy of the commission: 

The commission shall adopt broad spectrum citizen participation as a principal of 
operation. 
 

Minn. Stat. §216E.08, Subd. 2. 

a. Requirement of incorporation is arbitrary and unjustified. 
 
Prior to last week’s Prehearing Conference request, the only time that incorporation has 

been demanded of an intervenor was in 2008, in the CapX 2020 Certificate of Need proceeding, 

where, despite the rules being the same as they are today, above, NoCapX 2020 was required to 

provide Articles of Incorporation and a Resolution.   A requirement of incorporation is arbitrary 

because incorporation is not required by the rules, and it is arbitrary because incorporation has 
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not been demanded or required of other intervenors in other dockets.   Incorporation is 

burdensome and expensive, an unjustified hurdle to public participation. 

b. Prior experience in CapX 2020 Certificate of Need docket shows the 
demands for incorporation is arbitrary. 

 
In this docket, there are no other petitioning intervenors.  Prior experience in the CapX 

2020 Certificate of Need proceeding, shows that of the many parties intervening in that docket, 

no intervening party other than NoCapX 2020 was required to incorporate and provide proof of 

incorporation.   

Parties in the CapX 2020 Certificate of Need docket: 

• United Citizens Action Network was not and is not now incorporated, and has no 
plans to incorporate.  The founders of U-CAN were refused intervention status after 
petitioning upon receipt of late notice that they would be directly affected by the 
MinnCan pipeline, and appealed that denial of intervention.  U-CAN intervened 
immediately upon receiving notice of CapX 2020, and was not required to provide 
evidence of incorporation (though U-CAN and the Prairie Island Indian Community 
were later subjected to an Order to Show Cause to demonstrate why it should remain 
a party.   U-CAN prevailed and remained a party. Order to Show Cause, August 4, 
2008, CapX CoN Docket 06-1115.).  

 
• Citizens Energy Task Force was not incorporated at the time of petitioning for 

intervention, was not asked or required to provide evidence of incorporation or a 
board resolution, and was granted intervention status without provision of  
incorporation documentation.  CETF incorporated after intervention. Exhibit A, 
CETF SoS Screen. 

 
• Wind on the Wires was granted intervention and party status in the CapX CoN and 

other PUC dockets, but “Wind on the Wires” is a grant and a program of the Izaak 
Walton League and its Director is paid by the Izaak Walton League – in essence, the 
Izaak Walton League is intervening twice.  Exhibit B, Announcements of WOW $4.5 
million grant 5/1/2001 and $8.1 million grant 6/26/2003. This second grant, $8.1 
million, was announced just days after an agreement was filed by Xcel and Interstate 
Power and Light in the TRANSLink docket (02-2152), an agreement executed by 
parties MCEA, Izaak Walton League, ME3 and North American Water Office.  
Exhibit C, Settlement Agreement.  Wind on the Wires did incorporate a year and a 
half after the first grant.  Exhibit D, WOW SoS Screen.  However, Beth Soholt, 
“Executive Director” of “Wind on the Wires” remains an employee of Izaak Walton 
League and “Wind on the Wires” is a program of Izaak Walton League. Exhibit E, 
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Izaak Walton Employee and WOW program pages from IRS 990 (selected).  There 
has been no scrutiny of “Wind on the Wires.” 

 
• Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy had two roles when it both 

represented intervenors and petitioned for and was granted intervenor status. Neither 
MCEA nor any of its “clients” were required to present incorporation documentation 
or board resolutions, nor was MCEA’s representational and intervenor status 
scrutinized. 

 
• North American Water Office and Institute for Local Self-Reliance were not 

required to present incorporation documentation or board resolutions.  The 
Intervention Petition was a joint petition filed by “Thomas Randall Church,” but no 
Notice of Appearance filed by anyone representing NAWO/ILSR.  George Crocker 
appeared for both NAWO and ILSR during the hearing, with no Appearance filed.  
George Crocker is not an attorney, but can legally represent NAWO as a board 
member/officer or employee of his own non-profit.  However, Mr. Crocker is neither 
a board member or employee of the Institute for Local Self-Reliance, and 
representation of ILSR by Crocker is likely unauthorized practice of law under Minn. 
Stat. §481.02, Subd. 1, and/or Minn. Stat. §481.02, Subd. 2.  NAWO and ILSR were 
not required to present present incorporation documentation or board resolutions, nor 
was George Crocker’s representation of ILSR scrutinized. 

 
The requirement of incorporation documentation and a board resolution is arbitrary where 

all parties in a proceeding are not held to the same standard, the same requirements, and where 

irregularities or improprieties in representation of some parties are not questioned. 

c. Incorporation by intervenors has not been demanded in other dockets. 
 

A demand for and requirement of incorporation by intervenors is also arbitrary because 

incorporation by intervenors has been demanded selectively, and experience and a search has 

shown that it is not required in other dockets. 

For example, in the Hiawatha Project transmission docket (PUC Docket 09-38), there 

were at least ten non-governmental intervenors, ranging from large public and small private 

corporations, to community organizations and other non-profits, and there was no requirement of 

production of evidence of incorporation or resolutions regarding representation from any of these 

many entities.   
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In the other CapX 2020 dockets in which NoCapX 2020 and United Citizens Action 

Network have intervened, Brookings (08-1474) and LaCrosse (09-1448), there was no 

requirement of production of evidence of incorporation or resolutions regarding representation 

for intervention. 

Of those dockets in which NoCapX 2020 and United Citizens Action Network counsel 

has represented other unrelated parties, none had any requirement of production of evidence of 

incorporation or resolutions regarding representation for intervention1.  In others that were not 

“contested cases” but where landowners and advocates participated extensively, there was also 

no concern about whether the groups were incorporated2.  This writer has not been able to find 

other instances of requirement of incorporation and production of resolutions in any but these 

two dockets, the CapX 2020 Certificate of Need (06-1115) and this above-captioned CapX 2020 

Fargo-St. Cloud routing docket (09-1056).. 

d. Scrutiny and organizational requirements not mandated or 
authorized by statutes and rules are contrary to the public 
participation mandate of the Commission and chill participation 

 
Public participation is difficult.  It is neither cheap nor easy for parties to participate in 

dockets before the Public Utilities Commission.  The process is arcane for regular people, rules 

and statutes hard to find and harder to understand, and the technical knowledge of utility 

infrastructure is a steep learning curve for engineers and attorneys.  For those not dealing with 

these issues regularly, the landowners, residents, business owners and other affected regular 

people, it is a tough path to traverse.  It is hard for people affected by utility infrastructure to find 

                                                 
1 See e.g., Arrowhead Transmission Project (MEQB MP-HVTL-EA-1-99; OAH 10-2901-12620-2); Chisago I, 
II or III (MEQB NSP-TR-4; OAH 7-29011-11843-2)(MPUC CN-04-1176 & TL-06-1677; OAH 8-2500-17840-
2); South East Metro Transmission Project (PUC C-99-902); Excelsior Energy Power Purchase Agreement 
(MPUC M-05-1993; OAH 12-2500-17260-2)(MPUC GS-06-668; OAH 12-2500-17512-2).   
2 See e.g., Bent Tree Wind Project (MPUC WS-08-573 & 07-1425,OAH 12-2500-20615-2); Goodhue Wind 
Project (MPUC CN-09-1186 & WS-09-1233; OAH 8-2500-21395-2). 
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representation, and where they can, it is often cost-prohibitive.  Banding together to join in 

protecting their interests and advocating their positions, joining in associations and societies, 

formal and informal, to bring together their resources – knowledge, money, experts, time and 

effort – collective work is the best way, and often the only way, that they can participate.  For 

these people and groups, it is a costly endeavor, and they do not profit from their work.  At best, 

they can make a difference, help others through the process and have an impact over the siting or 

routing in their community. 

The state rules do not require that an intervenor be incorporated.  That is clear.  The rules 

provide an intervention opportunity for for-profit corporations, and non-profit “associations and 

societies,” to individuals and groups, expressly to these types “or any other entity, public or 

private, however organized.”  The law does not care if groups are incorporated.  Under the 

laws of the state of Minnesota, the opportunity to petition to intervene and become a party with 

full party status is open, broadly, to all. 

Any requirement that an entity be organized in a particular way, i.e., that a group be 

incorporated, a particular form of organization, as demanded at the September 15, 2010 

Prehearing Conference, is contrary to that regulatory invitation, and instead puts a chill on public 

participation, restricting intervention by putting up one more hurdle that participants must jump 

over, and a hurdle not authorized by the rules.  NoCapX 2020, United Citizens Action Network, 

and North Route Citizens Alliance object strongly to the stated requirement that they be 

incorporated and provide a resolution regarding representation.  This goes too far – and is 

contrary to the statutory legislative mandate to the Commission of a “broad spectrum citizen 

participation as a principal of operation.”  Minn. Stat. §216E.08, Subd. 2.  While NoCapX 2020, 

United Citizens Action Network, and North Route Citizens Alliance have provided the attached 
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documentation, we are attempting to participate and protect our rights to participate, and we ask 

that these demands of incorporation and resolutions cease. 

Again, in the alternative, we ask that this matter be Certified to the Commission, so that 

they may address the Commission’s desire and authority for such a requirement. 

III. NO CAPX, U-CAN and NoRCA’s AMENDED PETITION FOR 
INTERVENTION 

 
NoCapX 2020 (NoCapX), United Citizens Action Network (U-CAN) and North 

Route Citizens Alliance (NoRCA) are organizations whose members will be directly affected 

by the outcome of this proceeding if a Routing Permit were to be granted. Participation in the 

Routing docket is necessary, because NoCapX, U-CAN and NoRCA wish to protect their 

distinct and collective interests, preserve their right to appeal, and develop the record through 

discovery, testimony (where resources allow), cross-examination, motions, and briefing.  

Under the provisions of Minn.R. 1400.6200, subp.1, and 1405.0900, subp. 1, 

NoCapX, U-CAN, and NoRCA make this Petition for an Order granting intervention to each 

entity as a full party, with all the rights of a party, in the above-captioned proceeding.  

NoCapX, U-CAN, and NoRCA meet the definition of “any person” as provided by Minn. R. 

1405.0200, Subp. 4 and Minn. R.1400.5100, Subp. 8, and request intervention under Minn. 

R. 1405.0900. 

A. Petitioners’ interests, rights, grounds and purposes 
 

i. NoCapX 2020 
 

NO CAPX 2020 has made a large investment of time and effort regarding CapX 2020 

transmission.  NoCapX was an intervenor in the CapX 2020 Certificate of Need docket and 

appeal, and the CapX 2020 Brookings-Hampton and Hampton-LaCrosse(Alma) routing 

docket with participatory rights of a full party and in other dockets has commented as time 
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and resources allow.  NoCapX seeks to intervene in this Fargo-St. Cloud Routing docket to 

assist in building the record regarding the routing of the line and locations of substations in 

the areas not addressed by the more local concerns of North Route Citizens Alliance and to 

preserve its rights to appeal the ultimate routing decision.   

NoCapX 2020’s grounds and purposes for intervention are that it is particularly 

concerned with the issues of EMF and impacts of EMF including reduction of property value, 

health concerns, and socio-economic impacts of notice and ultimate routing decisions.  

NoCapX will also bring in information from other CapX 2020 dockets that has bearing on 

routing in this docket, and utilize knowledge of issues and process raised in other dockets to 

assure that agency comments and recommendations are part of routing, not “just EIS,” as 

early as possible. 

Regarding EMF, NoCapX will work toward reconciling the capacity of the line, as 

testified to by witnesses and as revealed in exhibits, with the low amperage levels in the 

application and DEIS used to estimate EMF impacts.  The numbers in the application and 

DEIS are unfathomably low.  NoCapX 2020 will build the record regarding capacity of the 

line and EMF impacts to support avoidance of particular routes near homes and businesses, to 

support undergrounding through populated and sensitive areas as necessary standard service, 

and weighing of the comparative costs.   

Specifically at issue are capacity and amperage levels: 

• Capacity, as revealed in testimony by applicant and intervenor witnesses in the 
CapX 2020 Certificate of Need proceeding, at 2050MVA per circuit and 3394 amps 
per circuit; and 

 
• Capacity, as found in specifications for the various undergrounding estimates in all 

CapX routing dockets, conforming with that claimed in the Certificate of Need, at 
2050MVA and 3394 amps per circuit, and 75% loading estimated; and 
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•  Capacity, as stated in the recent PUC 06-1115 Certificate of Need Order Point 4 
requirement for capacity disclosure Compliance Filing regarding the St. Cloud – 
Monticello docket (09-246) recently filed in PUC Certificate of Need docket 06-
1115, also at 2050 MVA per circuit and 3394 amps, with expected loading up to 
1,800MVA when the Fargo line is connected and running; and 

 
• Reconciliation of these capacity claims and testimony with the Fargo-St. Cloud 

Application estimates of both single and double circuit amperage ranging at 
“average” 158 to “peak” at 264, whether single or double circuit!  See Table 5.6-6, 
p. 5-24 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement: 

 

  
MOES staff has been fully and loudly warned through filed Comments and testimony that 

the amperage levels are low, and cautioned about utilizing information from applicants without 

vetting, yet these unreasonable low amperage levels have been used again, and once again, 

produce unreasonably low EMF results.  Amperage levels could easily range to ten times that 

shown in this chart, and EMF levels would rise accordingly.  The record thus far is grossly 

incorrect.  Incorrect EMF levels are not only a matter of direct impacts – it has a bearing on the 

weighing of alternatives and the relative value of mitigation options.  This error of falsely low 
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EMF estimates has a socio-economic impact when landowners determine whether they will grant 

an easement, utilize the “Buy the Farm” option, because incorrect information would skew the 

cost of the line relative to claimed benefits. 

 A particular issue of concern that NoCapX will focus on is that of doing everything 

possible to assure early entry of important information gleaned in the DEIS process into the 

routing docket.  In the Brookings docket, crucial information was not raised in the routing docket 

until after the release of the DEIS, and routes over areas that should be avoided or were 

infeasible were instead allowed to continue through the routing process, resulting in an untenable 

“preferred” route that applicants and agencies knew or should have known was not feasible.  But 

for NoCapX 2020’s intervention, working with landowners and helping get notice to them, but 

for state and federal agency representatives present and testifying at DEIS meetings and public 

hearings, the applicants’ Brookings “preferred” route may have blundered forward. NoCapX will 

work in this docket as in the Brookings docket to dig into public and agency comments to 

facilitate the iterative exchange of information that was circumvented in the Brookings docket 

and work to openly and fully inform the record in the routing process. 

In this Routing docket, NoCapX 2020 also will advocate for timely notice to 

landowners, help them prepare to participate, present their issues, options and alternatives, 

testify and incorporate their testimony and comments into our analysis of routes, cross-

examine, enter exhibits and argue these options, and help landowners advocate to prevent 

abuse of siting process and the power of eminent domain and to increase awareness of the 

“Buy the Farm” option.  These issues are not adequately addressed by any party. 

ii. United Citizens Action Network (U-CAN) 
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United Citizens Action Network is a broadly focused group of landowners directly 

affected by CapX 2020 transmission, formed after founding members received late notice that 

they were personally and directly affected by the MinnCan pipeline.  MinnCan notice arrived 

after the intervention deadline had passed, and they were denied intervention as untimely.  

While fighting condemnation and just compensation from the pipeline, U-CAN founders then 

received notice that they were again directly affected, this time by CapX 2020 transmission, 

and immediately intervened in the CapX Certificate of Need, fought to retain that status, and 

appealed the decision.  Since that time, U-CAN has also intervened, participated in the 

Brookings routing docket, and now are part of the remand.   

U-CAN petitions for intervention and full party status in this proceeding.  Attached as 

Exhibit F is a true and correct copy of U-CAN’s resolution regarding this intervention.  

U-CAN’s interests focus on landowner issues of timely and adequate actual notice, 

process issues that enhance or restrict public participation, property valuation and 

devaluation, limitations on land use and loss of value, and impacts to communities, local 

governments and the state of decreased property revenues from devalued property.  U-CAN 

is concerned about use of wide “route” corridors during a route permit proceeding, where 

landowners cannot identify whether they may be directly impacted, and where shifting can 

occur without notice to the affected parties.  U-CAN also would advocate for specific 

permitting conditions, agricultural mitigation plan provisions, routing along/through tree lines 

and necessary compensation for trees and other land features, complaint procedures and plans 

within permits, and adequacy of environmental review.  These issues are not adequately 

addressed by any other party. 

iii. North Route Citizens Alliance (NoRCA) 
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The North Route Citizens Alliance petitions for intervention and full party status in 

this proceeding.  Attached as Exhibit G is a true and correct copy of NoRCA’s Bylaws and 

Resolution regarding this intervention.  NoRCA has also filed with the Secretary of State for 

an Assumed Name and publication is pending. 

NoRCA is a locally focused group of directly affected landowners who have specific 

concerns including extreme and gross proliferation of transmission in their community, 

routing contrary to established case law and new legislation that requires use of pre-existing 

corridor unless there is a very good reason not to follow the law.  NoRCA notes that there are 

significantly higher percentages of new corridor on several of the routes proposed.   

NoRCA is also concerned about significant impacts on important wetlands, including 

wildlife habitat, the unique St. Wendel Bog Scientific and Natural Area (SNA) complex, a 

site of Significant Biological Diversity; Avon Hills Forest SNA, Shepards Lake, classified as 

a DNR Protected Waters, Birch Lakes State Forest, and other palustrine water resources; 

significantly higher impacts on forested areas and prime agricultural farmland and impacts on 

historical resources including many Century farms, family farms with at least a 100 year 

history documented through the Minnesota Farm Bureau and Sterns County History 

Museum.  A “taking” of these lands is non-compensable.  The geographical area of NoRCA 

is known for its features, and NoRCA wishes to intervene to assure that impacts are fully and 

carefully considered and weighed.   

The “preferred” route utilizes the Interstate 94 corridor for nearly 75% of its length, 

but the 25% that is not co-located proliferates a new transmission corridor stretching nearly 

39 miles from a point near Freeport south to St. Cloud.  Some sections of alternatives in that 

area range from 75-96% new corridor, contrary to Minnesota routing policy and law.  
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NoRCA is very concerned about proliferation impacts along this new route, impacts to 

humans and wildlife, homes and habitat, impacts on agricultural operations and livestock 

including applicants’ and MOES underestimation of impacts to agriculture, losses that should 

not occur under the non-proliferation policy and law as it exists.  NoRCA proposes to analyze 

the potential impacts along the “I-94 corridor,” the “Preferred” route, “Alternate Route A,”  

and others for proliferation, comparative harms, and potential mitigation, including utilization 

of undergrounding through sensitive areas and comparison of the environmental and 

economic costs and benefits of targeted undergrounding; vetting of undergrounding sections 

and cost estimates; avoidance and mitigation of impacts to scenic viewpoints and easements 

and challenging right-of-way concerns; adverse impacts on unique and rare natural resources; 

alternatives and postponement of route permitting in light of postponement and delay of other 

CapX 2020 projects; and through this analysis, identifying the most “harmful” routes.  

NoRCA is in a unique position to advocate on its issues of concern.  These issues are not 

adequately addressed by any other party. 

B. Petitioners’ interests are not otherwise represented 
 

NoCapX, U-CAN and NoRCA’s interests in gross proliferation; wetland, agricultural, 

forested and historical impacts; landowner rights and participatory process are distinct from 

that of any other party and these interests are not represented.  The record of this proceeding 

must be broadly developed by a range of parties with a range of interests in order to support 

any ultimate decision.  Intervention by NoCapX 2020, U-CAN and NoRCA will help develop 

that record. 

C. Petitioners should be granted intervention and full party status 
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NoCapX, U-CAN and NoRCA meet the criteria for intervention and respectfully 

request that they be granted intervention as intervenors with full party status, with all the 

rights of parties, in the above-captioned proceeding. 

 

September 24, 2010      
       ________________________________ 
       Carol A. Overland    #254617 

Attorney for NoCapX 2020, United 
Citizens Action Network, and Northern 
Route Citizens Alliance 

         OVERLAND LAW OFFICE 
       P.O. Box 176 
       Red Wing, MN  55066 
       (612) 227-8638     

overland@redwing.net  
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 









 
 
 
 

Exhibit A 



   DA Home   UCC   Business Services   Account   Session Briefcase   Help/FAQs   About   Login  

BUSINESS ORGANIZATIONS INQUIRY - VIEW ENTITY

Filing Number: 2838737-2 Entity Type: Non-Profit
Corporation 

Original Date of Filing: 5/8/2008 Entity Status: Active 
Duration: Perpetual Good Standing:

(date of last annual
filing) 

2009 

Name: Citizens Energy Task Force 
Registered Office
Address: 

26045 Ipava Ave W
Lakeville, MN, 55044 

 
Agent Name: No Agent Filed

     

DA Home | OSS Home | Contacts | Privacy Policy | Terms & Conditions

Use of this site and services indicates your acceptance of the Terms & Conditions of Use.
©Copyright 2001 , Minnesota Office of the Secretary of State. All Rights Reserved.
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Exhibit B 



Exhibit A – Wind on the Wires grants - $4.5 million 5/1/2001 and $8.1 million 6/26/2003 
 
 
 
$4.5 Mil. Renewable Energy Initiative Launched in Minneapolis; 'Wind on 
The Wires' 
 
"Wind on the Wires," the centerpiece of a $4.5 million, two-year project to develop renewable 
energy resources, was unveiled today during the National Wind Coordinating Committee Upper 
Midwest Transmission Workshop at the Embassy Suites Hotel in Minneapolis. The McKnight 
Foundation and the San Francisco-based Energy Foundation are the primary sponsors of the 
project, which is a partnership of the business community, local leaders, clean energy 
advocates and wind energy experts. "We are proud to support 'Wind on the Wires,'" said Rip 
Rapson, McKnight Foundation President. "Wind power is a reliable, affordable and pollution-free 
source of energy. It promises to be a high-growth business that offers opportunities to further 
diversify our rural economy. Wind on the Wires is dedicated to realizing these opportunities, so 
Minnesota can be a world leader in developing this resource," Rapson added. "Wind power is 
the fastest growing source of electricity in the world, and the Upper Midwest has been a focus 
for new development in recent years," said Eric Heitz, Executive Vice-President of the Energy 
Foundation. "This region is rich in wind resources with five of the top ten windiest states in the 
country in the Upper Midwest. Tapping this potential could mean billions of dollars of investment 
in the region," Heitz added. "Wind on the Wires" will help build a road to market for wind power 
in the Upper Midwest. The roads for electricity are transmission wires connecting windy areas to 
power consumers. Opening up these roads to market will be the primary focus of this project. 
"Wind on the Wires will help by working to update government rules so that wind power has fair 
access to the market," White concluded. Wind on the Wires partners will work with transmission 
planners and the grid operators to solve technical issues and to overcome regulatory hurdles. In 
addition, the Wind on the Wires partners will work with economic development officials to enlist 
their support for transmission improvements and wind development, and educate state, local, 
and federal officials on the benefits of wind power for the region. For additional information on 
the "Wind on the Wires" project visit the Website at: http://www.windonthewires.org .  
Source: PR News Wire 5/1/2001 via Western Newsclips 5/2/2001. 
 



MCKNIGHT FOUNDATION TO INVEST MORE THAN $8 
MILLION IN UPPER MIDWEST RENEWABLE ENERGY

June 26, 2003 - McKnight continues 10-year partnership with San 
Francisco's Energy Foundation.

The McKnight Foundation announced today it will devote $8.1 
million over three years to a renewable energy program, primarily 
wind energy, in seven Upper Midwest states: Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, Illinois, Iowa, Nebraska, North Dakota and South Dakota.

McKnight will work with The Energy Foundation, a San Francisco-
based national renewable energy leader, to administer the program. 
McKnight has had a 10-year partnership with The Energy 
Foundation.

McKnight's investment seeks to capitalize on, and promote, the 
Upper Midwest's leadership role in national energy policy. It builds 
on the three-year-old McKnight/Energy Foundation program "Wind 
on the Wires," which is designed to bring wind energy to market by 
improving and expanding the current power grid infrastructure. And 
it seeks to reinforce the economic development potential of 
alternative energy investments in hard-hit rural areas.

"We believe this investment will help the renewable energy message 
cross over from the environmental community to a broader 
audience," said Rip Rapson, president of The McKnight Foundation. 
"There is such tremendous potential waiting to be tapped. For 
example, wind power can be a potent form of economic development 
and income diversification for those in rural communities. The 
McKnight Foundation is proud to be leading an initiative that will 
both broaden the nation's energy mix and diversify our regional 
economy."

"The Energy Foundation has long advocated for reliable, affordable, 
and pollution-free energy," said Eric Heitz, the organization's 
president. "We see the potential for the Upper Midwest to become a 
world leader in this industry in the 21st century. We have already 



seen almost a billion dollars invested in wind power in the region, 
with hundreds of skilled jobs created and millions of dollars put into 
the hands of struggling farmers and counties."

Existing wind energy projects in the Midwest create enough power 
for 250,000 homes in the region, pay more than $2 million per year in 
royalties to farmers, and eliminate almost 3 million tons of carbon 
dioxide from coal-fired power plants, equivalent to taking 469,000 
cars off the road.

Since 1993 The Energy Foundation and The McKnight Foundation 
have worked together to promote public policies to encourage 
development of renewable power and more efficient use of energy. 
This partnership was formalized in 1997 when McKnight made a
three-year, $3 million grant to the Energy Foundation to implement 
the Upper Midwest Clean Energy Initiative, a jointly developed 
strategy to encourage wind power development and stimulate 
businesses that help people use energy more efficiently in Minnesota 
and the Midwest. This support was renewed in 2000 with a two-year, 
$2.5 million grant that focused on policy incentives for renewable 
energy development and the promotion of public policies that support 
transmission of wind-generated electricity.

ABOUT THE MCKNIGHT FOUNDATION
Founded in 1953 and endowed by William L. McKnight and Maude 
L. McKnight, the Foundation has assets of approximately $1.6 billion 
and granted about $87 million in 2002. Mr. McKnight was one of the 
early leaders of the 3M Company, although the Foundation is 
independent of 3M.

ABOUT THE ENERGY FOUNDATION
The Energy Foundation is a private foundation whose mission is to 
promote energy efficiency and renewable energy as clean energy 
options. It is a partnership of major foundations including The 
William and Flora Hewlett Foundation, John D. and Catherine T. 
MacArthur Foundation, The McKnight Foundation, The Mertz-
Gilmore Foundation, The David and Lucile Packard Foundation, and 
The Pew Charitable Trusts. The Energy Foundation has an annual
budget of $20 million and offices in San Francisco and Beijing, 
China.

Related links

Factsheet: Upper Midwest Wind Energy
Energy Foundation
Wind on the Wires
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Filing Number: 2A-525 Entity Type: Non-Profit
Corporation 

Original Date of Filing: 10/9/2002 Entity Status: Active 
Duration: Perpetual Good Standing:

(date of last annual
filing) 

2010 

Name: Wind On The Wires 
Registered Office
Address: 

1619 Dayton Ave #203
St Paul, MN, 55104-6276 

 
Agent Name: No Agent Filed
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