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WRAO -  Wires Phase II  Report -  1998 
 

How transmission flows in Midwest – Wires Phase II Report, p. 5 

 

 
 

WRAO “Transmission Options” – WIRES Phase II Report 

How many have NOT been built? 
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CapX 2020 2005 - CapX 2020 –Tech Update p.5,  E-002/CN-06-1115 

https://gridnorthpartners.com/projects/ 
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Cap X “Vision” – some not built

 

 
From: CapX 2020 – App. A-1, Attachment B – Tech Report p. 5, Application 

for Three 345kV Projects E-002/CN-06-1115 
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CapX 2020 based on annual 2.49% growth, a GROSS overestimate: 

 
 

2020 12,885MW? Xcel’s SEC 10-K filings, 2000-2022. Demand essentially flat. 
                                            

 

 

 

Xcel has 1,500 MW surplus to sell into the market: 2022 SEC 10K, p. 35: 
https://d18rn0p25nwr6d.cloudfront.net/CIK-0000072903/e3289f4f-768c-4d54-b8ec-d48a6088805d.pdf 

 

  

https://d18rn0p25nwr6d.cloudfront.net/CIK-0000072903/e3289f4f-768c-4d54-b8ec-d48a6088805d.pdf
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MISO’s “MVP Portfolio” circa 2012, BIG PICTURE (2012): 
 

 
 

2012 - MISO MVP in Minnesota – which were built – which were not?: 
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2012 MVP projects use MISO “approval” as basis for need claims. 
 

Line loss is considered only “system wide,” and not in context of 
specific proposed transmission lines. 

 
Benefits are based on returns to MISO members. 

 

 
 

MVP projects 3 and 4 in Minnesota – MVP 1 in SD, and MVP 2 not built…  
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2022 - MISO LRPT Tranche 1, online at: 
https://cdn.misoenergy.org/20220325%20LRTP%20Workshop%20Item%2002%20Tranche%201

%20Portfolio%20and%20Process%20Review623633.pdf  

 

 
 

 

2022 - Latest MISO dream list of projects: 
 

 
 

 

 

https://cdn.misoenergy.org/20220325%20LRTP%20Workshop%20Item%2002%20Tranche%201%20Portfolio%20and%20Process%20Review623633.pdf
https://cdn.misoenergy.org/20220325%20LRTP%20Workshop%20Item%2002%20Tranche%201%20Portfolio%20and%20Process%20Review623633.pdf
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And a more legible map: 
 

 
 

Not included in MISO plans is Xcel’s scheme to preserve their interconnection rights after 

Sherco and King coal plants close – at OUR expense, “approved” in the IRP (19-368).: 
 

“MN Energy Connection” - Lyon County to Sherco, PUC Dockets CN-22-131; TL-22-132: 
 

 
 

THERE’S NO RATIONALE FOR ALL THIS TRANSMISSION, THEY’RE FILLING THEIR 

POCKETS AT RATEPAYER COST AND LANDOWNER EMINENT DOMAIN! JUST NO! 

THESE PLANS ARE FOR THEIR BOTTOM LINE, AND THERE’S NO BENEFIT TO US. 

Per Xcel, the scheme for the 

King plant will be applied for 

and permitted by Wisconsin’s 

PSC, as it’s on the border and a 

line can interconnect more 

easily from WI. 
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This is all about transmission system. Who cares about the distribution 

system? RATEPAYERS!! 
 

Xcel has proposed at least two transmission projects as a solution to distribution issues which 

does not address the longstanding distribution issues.  

• Hiawatha 115kV was proposed as solution to area overloads, particularly with the large 

hospital campus load. This was a distribution issue, as the distribution system had not 

been upgraded for decades. However, the need for distribution upgrade, rather than a 

transmission line, was not sufficiently challenged in the permitting process. See PUC 

Dockets CN-10-694 and TL-09-38. 

• Hollydale 115 kV was the next transmission project proposed as a solution for 

distribution issues. This again was a case of distribution system not being upgraded to 

handle the load, limping along on 13.8 kV when 34.5 kV was needed. Xcel did back 

down and reworked its plan to upgrade the distribution system, and all is well. See PUC 

Dockets CN-12-113 and TL-11-152. 

 

There are additional benefits to utilities of all this excess transmission: 

• Transmission plans are not factoring in the increased capacity when coal plants are taken 

off line, and planning for replacement power at that point. Utilities could use this to their 

advantage. 

• Transmission plans is peak planning, and electric use has both decreased peak and shifted 

time of use, such that planning for peak is not best practices. Utilities could shift planning 

and use this shift to their advantage. 

• Transmission has a higher rate of return than selling electricity 

• Owner of transmission can also make money on providing transmission service 

• Transmission excess assures that projects will site using transmission, rather than site 

where the load is. 

 

There are other costs to ratepayers and the public of all this excess transmission: 

• Storage is adequate alternative to transmission which should be used. It’s cheaper and can 

site near load. 

• Ratepayers bear the cost, and facilitate utilities making higher rate of return. 

• Landowners lose land by eminent domain to utilities building transmission. 

• Environmental costs to property owners, the public, and flora and fauna are 

immeasurable, and these costs are not incorporated into cost/benefit analysis. 

• Transmission eliminates any chance of a functional distributed generation program, as 

there is no incentive to site near load. 

• Transmission eliminates incentive to upgrade the distribution system, which has been 

ignored for decades. Upgraded distribution would also facilitate increased distributed 

generation. 

• Injection of distributed generation at substations would remove some of the load that 

would have been needed to serve area customers. 

 

Distributed generation needs to be the focus – NOW! With distributed generation and closure of 

coal plants freeing up transmission capacity, we can determine what is really needed. 


