BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of the Application of Grain Belt Express

)

Clean Line LLC for a Certificate of Convenience and

)

Necessity Authorizing it to Construct, Own, Operate,

)

Control, Manage, and Maintain a High Voltage, Direct 

)   Case No. EA-2014-0207

Current Transmission Line and an Associated Converter

)   

Station Providing an interconnection on the Maywood-

)

Montgomery 345 kV Transmission Line



)

RESPONSE OF THE MISSOURI LANDOWNERS ALLIANCE TO 
PLEADINGS OPPOSING ITS MOTION TO COMPEL


Comes now the Missouri Landowners Alliance (Alliance), and respectfully responds to the pleadings which have been filed in opposition to the Motion of the Missouri Landowners Alliance to Compel Responses to Discovery Requests, filed on August 27, 2014 (Motion to Compel).

This Response is directed to the following pleadings:  Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC’s Opposition to Missouri Landowners Alliance’s Motion to Compel Discovery; Tradewind Energy, Inc’s Opposition to Missouri Landowners Alliance’s Motion to Compel Responses to Discovery Requests; both of Tradewind Energy, Inc’s Motions For a Protective Order; and the Motion For Protective Order of Infinity Wind Power.

The Alliance will stand on its Motion to Compel, other than to emphasize or clarify the following points:

The Alliance is indeed seeking to link the individual responses to the RFI with the name of the company submitting that response, but it is doing so because that information is relevant here.  For instance, one of the criteria which Grain Belt will use to screen wind developers wishing to buy capacity on its line will be its credit rating or other standards of creditworthiness.
  In addition, when subsequently ranking the bids for capacity on the proposed line, one criterion which Grain Belt will use is the wind developer’s “level of creditworthiness”.
  As Grain Belt notes, it has already supplied the Alliance with credit information on the wind developers, and of course the Alliance could also pursue additional credit information on its own.  If there is a significant positive correlation between a poor credit rating for a wind developer and a relative low estimated cost of the energy from that wind farm, then of course the aggregate data for the wind farms is at least suspect, if not meaningless.  The lower-cost developers might never be allowed to buy capacity on the line.  But without matching the name of the wind developer with their response to the RFI, it is impossible to determine whether any such correlation exists.  

 The Alliance is also seeking to link the information on projected wind speeds (and thus projected costs) with the location of the wind farm supplying that information.  However, the location of the individual wind farms on the RFI responses has all been redacted.  Without knowing the actual location of the wind farm, and thus the location of the meteorological towers which collected the wind speed data, the Alliance cannot possibly confirm or challenge the projected cost data submitted by Grain Belt from the responses to the RFI.  
Likewise, on the basis of the information supplied to the Alliance, it cannot possibly confirm or challenge Mr. Berry’s assertion that the lowest cost 4,000 MW of power from the respondents to the RFI averaged 2 cents per kWh.  (Direct testimony, p. 15 lines 8-11)   On the basis of the information provided to it, the Alliance cannot even determine the number of wind farms which would supply that 4,000 MW of power, much less the projected wind speeds, energy costs and credit ratings of the wind farms in question.

None of the responses to the Motion to Compel dispute the fact that the projected price of energy from the wind farms will be a significant issue in this case.  The Alliance is simply asking to be able to confirm or dispute what Grain Belt is telling the Commission about this issue.
WHEREFORE, the Alliance asks the Commission to grant its Motion to Compel, and to order Tradewind Energy and Infinity Wind Power to answer the First Set of Data Requests submitted to them by the Alliance.   
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was served upon the parties to this case by email or U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, this 12th day of September, 2014.    

/s/  Paul A. Agathen                 

Paul A. Agathen

Attorney for the Missouri Landowners Alliance
� Infinity’s Motion For Protective Order is directed more to the Alliance’s First Set of Data Requests than to its Motion to Compel.  Accordingly, the Alliance will also respond to Infinity’s Motion in a separate filing, which will address Infinity’s objections to the data requests.


�  FERC Order of May 8, 2014, Docket No. ER14-409-000, 147 FERC ¶ 61,098,  slip p. 9.


� Id.
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