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INTRODUCTION 

WEC Energy Group (“WEC”) is committed to an affordable, reliable, and clean future 

for its customers. The RICE Project1 that Applicants2 propose to construct at WPSC’s existing 

Weston Generating Station is a key part of that future and of unlocking the benefits of WEC’s 

Generation Reshaping Plan (“GRP”). No party questions that the GRP is expected to save 

Applicants’ customers hundreds of millions of dollars over the next twenty years, or that 

replacing Applicants’ coal and aging natural gas facilities primarily with clean renewable 

resources is a necessary step to meeting Wisconsin’s climate reduction goals. Nor does any party 

dispute that Applicants’ customers need a reliable supply of electricity—even when the sun isn’t 

shining and the wind isn’t blowing. Market monitors, including the North American Electric 

Reliability Corporation (“NERC”), have issued increasingly urgent warnings in recent years 

about the peril of focusing exclusively on renewables without also investing in dispatchable 

                                                 
1  The Reciprocating Internal Combustion Engine (“RICE”) Project at the Weston Generating Station, referred to 

herein as the “RICE Project.” 
2  Applicants are Wisconsin Electric Power Company (“Wisconsin Electric” or “WEPCO”) and Wisconsin Public 

Service Corporation (“WPSC”), both of which are WEC electric utility subsidiaries. 
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generation during the transition to a cleaner energy future. This need was demonstrated within 

the past month when 80% of the region’s wind resources were unavailable to meet demand 

during cold weather, and utilities in MISO relied heavily upon dispatchable, efficient natural gas 

generation to keep the lights on. The RICE Project provides a well-proven solution for such 

“renewable droughts,” and the robust economic and technical analysis submitted by Applicants 

and validated by Commission Staff shows that this solution is cost-effective, too. 

The RICE Project should be approved. It is a “no regrets” solution for Applicants’ 

customers and the public convenience and necessity require its approval. 

I. To meet their climate change goals, Applicants must retire older, fossil-fueled 

generation, and replace it with new affordable, reliable, and clean generation. 

A. The GRP is a necessary first step to meet climate change goals. 

Across multiple dockets pending before the Commission, at least one thing is clear and 

undisputed: Applicants need to retire and replace approximately 1,600 MW of fossil-fueled 

generation as the first step to meeting their industry-leading climate change goals.3 These 

facilities range from 50-year-old natural gas peaking plants at the Weston and Marinette sites, to 

the approximately 60-year-old, coal-fired South Oak Creek Power Plant.4 The GRP replaces this 

retiring generation with over 900 MW of solar capacity, nearly 100 MW of wind generation, and 

over 400 MW of Battery Energy Storage Systems (“BESS”) integrated with Applicants’ 

renewable generation fleet.5 As part of this shift to renewable generation, Applicants plan to 

retain a modest amount of existing natural gas combined cycle capacity in southern Wisconsin, 

                                                 
3  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Eidukas-5 (describing GRP and retirements); Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-3-4 

(further explaining GRP and retirements).  
4  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-4-5 (providing list of retirements and explaining they result in substantial cost 

savings); Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Gerlikowski-9-10 (further explaining extensive costs associated with units 

scheduled for retirement); Direct-PSC-Chee-3 (testifying retirements drive Applicants’ need for the RICE 

Project and the GRP). 
5  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Eidukas-3; Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-4-5; Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-10. 
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acquire a share of Wisconsin Power and Light Company’s West Riverside combined cycle plant, 

and build the RICE Project. The need for these prudent investments in dispatchable resources is 

confirmed by the organizations charged with maintaining the reliability of the electric grid 

during the shift to renewable generation, industry studies analyzing how to deliver a clean energy 

future, and the generation planning of utilities around the country and in neighboring states. 

Applicants have long been leaders in providing safe, reliable energy to Wisconsin 

customers.6 Applicants prioritize environmental stewardship and, as renewable resources have 

become cost-competitive, they have led the state in adopting utility-scale wind and solar 

generation. WEC has set industry-leading company-wide climate change goals, including 

reducing greenhouse gas emissions by 60% by 2025 and 80% by 2030, and achieving net carbon 

neutrality by 2050.7 More recently, WEC has committed to reducing the use of coal as a 

generation resource to an immaterial amount by 2030, and to eliminate coal as an energy source 

by 2035.8 If the GRP and the RICE Project are approved, WEC will be well down the path to 

meeting these goals in a balanced and affordable way for its customers.9 

In addition to reducing greenhouse gas emissions, the GRP will accomplish four 

additional objectives: 

 Cost Effectiveness: Harnessing market forces driving cost-competitive 

renewable and storage technology and maximizing efficiencies within WEC’s 

own fleet, to the ultimate benefit of customers. 

 Reliability: Continuing to design, operate, and maintain state-of-the-art 

generation resources to provide a safe, reliable, and stable flow of electricity 

to serve the demand of Wisconsin homes and businesses. 

                                                 
6  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Eidukas-5.  
7  Id. These goals apply not only to Applicants, but also to WEC’s electric and natural gas utilities in Michigan 

and its natural gas utilities in Illinois and Minnesota. The GRP is Applicants’ next step towards meeting these 

goals. 
8  Rebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-5.  
9  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Eidukas-5; Rebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-5-6.  
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 Resiliency: Maintaining and improving a diverse generation portfolio to 

prepare for, withstand, and recover from significant disruptions. 

 Market Risk: Recognizing that as technological advancements expand, 

geographic proximity of a generating fleet’s assets to the customers it serves 

will remain critical to ensuring that Wisconsin customers can depend on 

Wisconsin resources for their energy needs.10 

The RICE Project will play an especially important part in maintaining reliability during the 

transition to renewable energy resources like solar, wind, and short-duration BESS.11 

B. Multiple organizations responsible for reliability of the electric grid have 

endorsed fuel diversity and natural gas generation. 

As Applicants and the energy industry as a whole transition away from fossil generation 

and towards a clean energy future, a reliable and resilient supply of electricity becomes harder to 

maintain. Multiple organizations have sounded the alarm for reliability during this transition. For 

example, NERC’s12 2020 Long Term Resource Assessment warned:  

The addition of variable energy resources, primarily wind and solar, and the 

retirement of conventional generation is fundamentally changing how the bulk 

power system is planned and operated. The traditional methods of assessing 

resource adequacy at peak load times may not accurately or fully reflect the ability 

of the new resource mix to supply energy and reserves for all hours. Energy 

limitations can exist. Collectively, the new resources are more susceptible to energy 

sufficiency uncertainty.13 

MISO echoed this point in its December 2020 “Response to the Reliability Imperative,” 

cautioning that “wind and solar resources are not always available to provide energy during 

times of need” and “generation fleet change and extreme weather are increasing risk across the 

entire year (not just in the summer).”14  

                                                 
10  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Eidukas-5-6; see also Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Application: App’x C, 2-3. 
11  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Eidukas-6-7; Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-9-10. 
12  NERC is the Energy Reliability Organization for the United States selected by the Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (“FERC”) to ensure reliable operation of the electric system as a whole. Multiple witnesses 

confirmed NERC is an authoritative source for information, policy, and guidance about maintaining the 

reliability of the electric system. Tr. at 191:14-19, 192:6-10, 244:7-25, 283:12-284:9. 
13  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-6-7; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-1 at 6 (emphasis added).  
14  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-7; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-2, at 2. “MISO” is the Midcontinent Independent 

System Operator and is required to follow NERC’s reliability requirements under federal law. 16 U.S.C.A. § 
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MISO also analyzed its changing generation portfolio through its Renewable Integration 

Impact Assessment (“RIIA”),15 which is a “technically rigorous systematic analysis that 

evaluates [the reliability impacts of] increasing amounts of wind and solar resources on the 

Eastern Interconnection bulk electric systems, with a focus on the MISO footprint.”16 MISO has 

concluded “that as renewable energy penetration increases, so does the variety and magnitude of 

the bulk electric system needs and risks”—including shifting periods of grid stress, shifting 

periods of energy shortage risk, and shifting flexibility risk, each of which would be addressed 

by the RICE Project.17 

The International Energy Agency (“IEA”) has reported that “energy security becomes 

even more important on the way to net zero” and fuel diversity will become even more important 

as Applicants and the industry as a whole develop a clean energy future: 

Diversity is the best guarantee of energy security. A well-diversified power 

generation mix can improve electricity security by mitigating risks arising from 

physical supply disruptions and price fluctuations. Growth in wind and solar PV 

have boosted diversity in the global power generation mix [but] by the late 2030s 

they account for the largest share of the global generation mix while electricity 

demand intensifies in the industry and transport sections. However, this would 

represent a lower level of diversity in the power generation mix relative to today, 

which calls for investment in diversity.18 

The IEA also recognized that “[g]as-fired power generation is a key option for balancing power 

systems by providing back-up generation capacity to ensure grid stability and security of supply.”19 

                                                 
824o (reliability standards mandatory); Alcoa Inc. v. FERC, 564 F.3d 1342, 1345 (D.C. Cir. 2009) (explaining 

NERC’s certification as the Electric Reliability Organization for the United States). 
15  Rebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-3-4; Exs.-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-5, 6. 
16  Rebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-3-4; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-6, at 1. 
17  Rebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-4-5; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-5.  
18  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-7; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-3, at 4, 17. 
19  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-8; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-3, at 20. 
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NERC reiterated the reliability imperative this winter. In its most recent Long-Term 

Reliability Assessment, NERC warns that MISO faces a reserve margin shortfall earlier than 

previously expected: 

MISO could face the retirement and resultant loss of over 13 GW of resource 

capacity over the 2021–2024 period. At this level of retirements, resource additions 

must increase beyond current projections to avoid a capacity shortfall in 2024. The 

retirement of these traditional resources also accelerates the change in resource mix 

and punctuates the urgency for implementing resource adequacy and energy 

sufficiency initiatives in the area.20 

According to NERC, the implications are clear: “the resource planning community of stakeholders 

needs to keep reliability at the forefront of its actions,” and “natural-gas-fired generation will 

remain a necessary balancing resource” to ensure a reliable supply of electricity.21 

C. Recent decarbonization studies and the generation plans of other utilities 

confirm the role of efficient, dispatchable natural gas generation in a clean 

energy future. 

Nearly all recent decarbonization studies that have simulated future power systems 

demonstrate the role of natural gas-fired generation will have in ensuring reliability during the 

transition to a renewable energy future.22 For instance, the MISO Futures Report released in 

April 2021 included a scenario with an 81% MISO-wide greenhouse gas emissions decrease—

consistent with Applicants’ own goals—but a nearly 50% increase in natural gas-fired 

generation capacity.23 A recent report for the New York Independent System Operator similarly 

concluded that New York State’s goal of achieving 100% zero-emissions resources by 2040 

would require an increase in total gas-fired generation capacity from 23 GW in 2020 to 34 GW 

in 2040—a 30% increase in just a decade.24 Similarly, a study on the generation mix necessary to 

                                                 
20  Sur-surrebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-3; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-30, at 5 (emphasis added).  
21  Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-30, at 6. 
22  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-27. 
23  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-28; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-7, at 6, 36. 
24  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-28.; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-8, at 22-23, 61-64.  
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achieve 80% reductions in economy-wide greenhouse gas emissions by 2050 in New England 

concluded that between 31 GW and 45 GW of dispatchable natural gas-fired capacity would be 

necessary to meet climate change goals.25 

National studies also confirm the need for dispatchable resources like the RICE Project in 

a clean energy future. For example, the recently released Solar Futures Study by the U.S. 

Department of Energy determined dispatchable resources would be critical to maintaining 

resource adequacy and operational reliability in a fully decarbonized power system.26 

Other utilities are heeding these warnings and including dispatchable natural gas units in 

their generation portfolios. For example, Entergy Louisiana added 128 MW of Wärtsilä RICE 

units in New Orleans to replace a retiring dual fuel steam turbine plant.27 Central Iowa Power 

Cooperative installed 110 MW of RICE units in April 2021 to provide “dispatchable, quick-start 

natural gas capacity to run when the wind and sun aren’t producing electricity.”28 And Mid-

Kansas Electric in wind-heavy western Kansas selected a 12-unit, 100 MW RICE facility in part 

because of its fast start capability, quick response to market conditions, and ability to support 

integration of wind energy.29 

Several utilities in MISO North that are retiring major coal plants have also proposed new 

natural gas generation as part of their replacement resource portfolios. For example, DTE in 

Michigan is replacing three retiring coal plants with a natural gas combined-cycle unit and a mix 

of renewable energy resources.30 And CenterPoint Energy in Indiana recently submitted 

                                                 
25  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-28-29; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-9, at 16, 19. 
26  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-29; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-10, at 58-60. 
27  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-30; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-12. 
28  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-30; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-17. 
29  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-30; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-13. 
30  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-31; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-15 
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applications to build 460 MW of new gas combustion turbines to replace the 490 MW A.B. 

Brown coal-fired plant in addition to nearly 500 MW of solar capacity.31 

Although Applicants prudently developed their GRP to fit the unique needs of their 

customers and Wisconsin’s electric grid, these studies and examples of other utility plans 

demonstrate that the GRP and the RICE Project are in line with a broad consensus within the 

industry.32 Nearly every serious study of the transition to clean energy, and a broad array of 

public utilities’ generation plans, include new dispatchable natural gas-fired generation to 

support customers’ need for reliable electricity at all times, in all weather conditions. 

D. Analysis of renewable generation in Wisconsin confirms the need for 

dispatchable generation like the RICE Project. 

The reliability risks posed by over-reliance on intermittent and renewable generation are 

not just conjectural: analysis of historical events in MISO confirm renewable energy droughts 

can and do occur. Applicants’ expert, Mr. Michael Hagerty of the Brattle Group, analyzed 

historical wind generation in the MISO region since 2019 and identified several multi-day 

periods during which the average wind generation was significantly below the average 

generation for that month.33 For example, in January 2019 there was a seven-day period in which 

total wind generation averaged 77,235 MWh per day, which is 56% below the monthly average 

of 175,205 MWh per day.34 This figure puts the drop-off in wind generation in perspective:35 

                                                 
31  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-31; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-4. 
32  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-31.  
33  Id. at 20. 
34  Id.  
35  Id. at 21.  
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Mr. Hagerty also found that wind generation across all of MISO is highly correlated with 

Applicants’ own wind generation—meaning that as Applicants’ own wind drops off, so too will 

wind generation throughout MISO.36  

 

Applicants’ wind resources (shown in green) generally tracked the broader drop-off in MISO 

wind generation (shown in blue) during this period. A winter period like this one would be 

                                                 
36  Id. 
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especially challenging for a future power system with significantly greater renewable generation 

due to the relatively low output of solar resources in January.37 Thus, Applicants cannot rely on 

the MISO market during renewable energy droughts.38 When these happen, dispatchable and 

efficient resources like the RICE Project will provide needed reliability and protect Applicants’ 

customers from high market energy prices—particularly during multi-day events that cannot be 

covered by BESS alone.39 

Wind resources can also be unpredictable. In addition to analyzing the correlation of 

wind across MISO, Mr. Hagerty analyzed the difference between day-ahead forecasted hourly 

wind generation and real-time actual wind generation.40 Mr. Hagerty found that in about 15% of 

hours since 2017, actual wind generation was more than 50 MW lower than forecasted day-

ahead generation, and in 5% of hours the actual wind generation was more than 100 MW lower 

than forecasted, resulting in significant and unpredictable shortfalls in wind generation. As an 

example, on September 6, 2020, Applicants’ forecasted day-ahead wind generation significantly 

exceeded actual real-time generation, as depicted in this chart: 

                                                 
37  Id. at 20; see also Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-12 (solar is less effective at generating energy in the winter); 

Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Application: App’x C, 16-18. 
38  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-22.  
39  Id. at 23.  
40  Id. at 23-26.  
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During the period from 11:00 A.M. to midnight, forecasted day-ahead wind generation was 

6,590 MWh, but actual wind generation was only 3,720 MWh—a total shortfall of nearly 45%.41 

Unlike intermittent renewable generation, dispatchable resources like the RICE Project are very 

unlikely to suffer outages at the same time as other resources and they can quickly ramp to meet 

such unpredictable supply shortages from wind and solar.  

E. This winter’s cold weather events demonstrate the need for dispatchable 

resources like the RICE Project. 

Although this winter has been relatively mild, there were two periods during the week of 

January 5 through January 11 in which temperatures dropped below 15 degrees Fahrenheit for 

sustained periods.42 Notably, during these periods wind generation declined to such an extent 

that MISO declared a Maximum Generation Emergency Warning on the morning of January 7—

                                                 
41  Id. at 25.  
42  Surrebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-sr-5 
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a circumstance that only occurs when the forecasted reserve margin for the affected area falls 

below 1,500 MW. This figure shows how wind generation dropped off during the cold spells:43 

 

Simply put, when generation resources were most needed on very cold January days, roughly 

80% of MISO-wide wind generation was not available to meet demand.44 At the same time, 

location marginal prices in Applicants’ zone spiked, as shown here:45 

                                                 
43  Id. at 6. 
44  Id.  
45  Id.  
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During these periods, what resources did MISO call upon to meet demand? Flexible, efficient 

natural gas generation, as depicted by this chart:46 

 

In particular, MISO relied on RICE units owned by UMERC,47 Applicants’ sister utility, the LSP 

Whitewater electric generating facility (“Whitewater”),48 and the natural gas units Applicants are 

                                                 
46  Surrebuttal-WEPCO WG-Hagerty-sr-7. The circled portion of the chart on January 7th shows very little wind 

generation, and gas generation stepping in to meet demand. A similar phenomenon can be observed from 

January 9-11. 
47  “UMERC” is Upper Michigan Energy Resources Corporation. As explained in the next section, the RICE 

Project is based on the same design as one of UMERC’s two RICE facilities. 
48  Applicants have filed for approval to purchase Whitewater in Docket 5-BS-264. As discussed below, the 

purchase of Whitewater represents very inexpensive capacity, and does not significantly reduce the need for, or 

value of, the RICE Project. 
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planning to retire at Weston and Marinette.49 Of course, the mix of available resources is always 

changing. In fact, as the RICE Project comes online, the Oak Creek and Columbia coal units will 

be retired along with thousands of additional megawatts of coal generation, meaning that a 

substantial portion of the generation that kept the lights on and the internet running during the 

recent cold snap will be eliminated.50  

This recent experience is another vivid reminder of the critical importance of maintaining 

a significant amount of reliable, dispatchable generation in Applicants’ portfolios.51 It also 

reinforces the potential risks of becoming overly reliant on either intermittent renewable 

generation or the energy market to meet customer demand.52 The RICE Project helps fill 

Applicants’ need for dispatchable, reliable, and clean generation and should be approved. 

II. The RICE Project uses a demonstrated, mature technology, with the capability for 

enhancement with renewable fuel, to meet Applicants’ need for reliable energy and 

capacity. 

A. The RICE Project uses technology familiar to Applicants and is located at an 

existing power plant. 

The RICE Project will have the same design and operational profile as RICE units owned 

by UMERC, an affiliate of WEPCO and WPSC in the Upper Peninsula of Michigan.53 The RICE 

Project will have seven natural-gas-fired Wärtsilä RICE engines, each with a gross capacity of 

18.8 MW, for a total net capacity of approximately 128 MW.54 The RICE Project is projected to 

cost $171 million (not including allowance for funds used during construction), comprised of 

$85 million for engineering, procurement, and construction, $71 million for equipment 

                                                 
49  Surrebuttal-WEPCO WG-Hagerty-sr-6-8.  
50  Id.; see also Rebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-3 (over a third of Wisconsin’s total electric generation capacity is 

projected to be retired between 2016 and 2024—nearly all of this capacity is fully dispatchable).  
51 Id. at 8-9. 
52  Id. 
53  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Maurer-3. 
54  Id. at 2; Applicants will each own half of the facility, with WPSC operating the plant, and will seek approval of 

a joint ownership agreement in a separate docket. Id. at 5. 
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(including the seven engines), and $15.4 million in owners’ costs.55 By using the same proven 

design as the UMERC RICE units, Applicants are able to minimize engineering costs and draw 

upon their experience constructing and operating a virtually identical facility.56 As a result, based 

on publicly available estimates, the RICE Project is over 25% less expensive per kW than similar 

facilities.57 

The RICE Project will be built at an existing generation site, the Weston Generating 

Station, which also significantly reduces the cost of the project. By co-locating the RICE Project 

with an existing power plant, the site already has electric transmission and natural gas supply 

infrastructure, potable and wastewater utilities, and (as discussed below) minimal environmental 

impacts.58 Applicants’ preferred location at the Weston site was previously used for parking and 

materials laydown and currently has a gravel surface with minimal vegetation.59 Because 

Applicants intend to retire Weston units 2, 31, and 32, the RICE Project will be able to connect 

to the electric transmission grid without transmission upgrades.60 Similarly, no modifications to 

the interstate gas pipeline system will necessary, and only 2,000 feet of 12-inch diameter pipe 

need to be installed—entirely on the Weston site—to serve the RICE Project itself. 

Applicants have substantial experience with the construction and operation of similar 

RICE units. UMERC operates 10 RICE units at two facilities.61 In the nearly three years these 

facilities have been in operation, UMERC has found them to be reliable, flexible, and efficient.62 

The RICE Project will leverage UMERC’s experience to benefit Applicants’ customers. 

                                                 
55  Id. at 3-5; see also Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Application: CPCN § 4.0.  
56  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Maurer-3. 
57  The Energy Information Agency estimates that RICE plants cost $1,810/kW, compared to $1,336/kW for the 

RICE Project (before AFUDC). Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-9; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-3. 
58  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Eidukas-4; Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Maurer-5-6.  
59  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Maurer-6. 
60  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Maurer-7; Rebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-19.  
61  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Maurer-3. 
62  Id.; Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-13.  
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B. RICE technology is efficient, reliable, and clean and can incorporate 

renewable fuels in the future. 

The RICE Project is also a good fit for Applicants’ generation portfolios. As they retire 

older peaking plants, Applicants have a specific need for the ramping, dynamic voltage control, 

system inertia, and frequency response capabilities that the RICE Project’s seven independent 

units will provide.63 RICE generators have better full-load heat rates than simple cycle gas 

turbines and can more readily match load than plants made up of larger units in either a simple or 

combined cycle configuration.64 Although combined cycle units might have better heat rates, 

they are more expensive, less flexible, and generally not available with a comparable capacity to 

the RICE Project.65 And because each unit can operate independently and cycle quickly, the 

RICE Project can maintain higher overall heat rates, resulting in flexibility and efficiency that 

cannot be matched by more traditional natural gas plants.66 Relatedly, the RICE Project will 

generally have better availability and startup reliability than larger units, because outages are not 

likely to take the whole facility off-line, and each unit is able to operate independently.67 The 

RICE Project’s reliability and adaptability will make it just the type of facility that can support 

black-start in the event of a significant outage.68 

On top of this, the RICE Project will be capable, with minor modifications, of using 

alternative fuels, including green renewable gas or green hydrogen.69 The manufacturer of the 

                                                 
63  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-10.  
64  Id. at 13. 
65  Id.  
66  Id. at 14.  
67  Id. 
68  Rebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Maurer-2 (RICE Project “will provide system restoration support, [will be] fully 

black start capable, and would require minimal cost to achieve black start designation from MISO if needed.”); 

Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-9; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-2 (a similar unit helped restore power to New 

Orleans following Hurricane Ida). 
69  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Maurer-2; Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-30; Sur-surrebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-

Eidukas-1-2. 
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RICE engines has already tested its units with a blend of 60% hydrogen and 40% natural gas, as 

well as with 100% renewable natural gas.70 Although the capability to burn renewable fuels is 

not currently a major driver of the value Applicants’ customers will receive from the RICE 

Project, it is important. Several projects are currently underway across the United States to 

increase hydrogen use in power plants,71 and the flexibility to use renewable fuels in the future 

could provide significant additional value to customers. A recent study even called dispatchable 

resources able to use renewable or zero-carbon fuel, like the RICE Project, a “critical 

contributor” to maintaining resource adequacy and operational reliability in a fully decarbonized 

power system.72 

WEC is already acting on this potential and recently announced a pilot project with the 

Electric Power Research Institute (“EPRI”) to burn hydrogen at one of UMERC’s RICE units.73 

As EPRI’s CEO said in the announcement, “Demonstration projects like this one are critical to 

advancing clean energy technologies needed to meet net-zero goals,” and “[t]his project will 

provide key insights on how this could be replicated throughout the country, providing energy 

companies with a suite of solutions to reduce carbon emissions.”74 If the RICE Project is 

approved, Applicants could seek to apply the lessons learned from the UMERC pilot here in 

Wisconsin, advancing their climate change goals even further.75 Through projects like the 

UMERC pilot, the GRP, and the RICE Project, Applicants and WEC are leading the way to a 

clean energy future for their customers and Wisconsin as a whole. 

                                                 
70  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-30; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-12. 
71  Rebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-13; Exs.-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-22, 23. 
72  Direct- WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-29; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-10, at 58-60. 
73  Sur-surrebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Eidukas-2-3; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Eidukas-3. 
74  Sur-surrebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Eidukas-3; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Eidukas-3, at 2. 
75  Sur-surrebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Eidukas-3. 
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III. Applicants’ robust economic modeling shows the RICE Project is cost effective for 

customers. 

A. Economic modeling demonstrates the RICE Project is a cost-effective 

component of the GRP that will save customers hundreds of millions of 

dollars versus the status quo. 

Applicants’ economic modeling supports including the RICE Project as part of the least 

cost plan to provide customers with affordable, reliable, and clean energy. Applicants used 

Energy Exemplar’s PLEXOS software, and in particular its long-term capacity expansion 

capabilities, to analyze the economic benefits of each of their long-term expansion plans.76 

PLEXOS is a comprehensive production cost model with regional databases for conducting 

capacity expansion planning. Unlike other long-term planning models, like the EGEAS tool, 

PLEXOS allows Applicants to forecast future generation portfolios and locational marginal 

prices throughout MISO’s territory; identify low-cost resource options to meet Applicants’ future 

system needs; and simulate the dispatch, costs, and revenues of these portfolios as part of the 

MISO market. In short, PLEXOS has robust modeling capabilities that allowed Applicants to 

thoroughly test the economics of the RICE Project. 

Like any model, PLEXOS requires Applicants to make assumptions about the future 

based on their industry experience and expertise in generation expansion planning. In particular, 

the resources available for PLEXOS (or any model) to choose are input parameters and should 

represent commercially available and cost-effective choices that can be installed and operated to 

meet the forecasted need for energy and capacity on time. Modelers routinely apply constraining 

parameters to make sure the output of the modeling software represents rational economic and 

reliability outcomes. One such constraint Applicants applied was to match the options available 

                                                 
76  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Gerlikowski-4.  
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to those that could actually be constructed and interconnected to the bulk electric system in time 

to meet customers’ need for reliable energy.77 

Using PLEXOS enabled Applicants to test a wide range of economic variables and 

numerous sensitivities. The robust software capabilities of the program optimally determine the 

utilities’ total fuel and variable costs based on market conditions, whether to sell or buy energy 

in the wholesale market, and whether it would be more economical to purchase capacity from the 

market in one-year increments or build a new unit.78 PLEXOS also optimally determines the 

least-cost expansion plan based on overall need, environmental requirements, and economics, 

and can adjust market purchases to meet Applicants’ emission reduction targets.79 In short, 

PLEXOS is a powerful tool to determine whether the RICE Project will provide affordable 

energy and capacity for Applicants’ customers. 

Applicants also needed to make multiple assumptions about the future, ranging from 

future natural gas prices, to the discount rate, to the future price of capacity in MISO.80 Most of 

these assumptions have been accepted by Commission Staff and intervenors, and to the extent 

intervenors argue any particular assumption is somehow wrong, Applicants will respond in their 

reply brief. But one point is worth making here: none of the intervenors have developed any 

analysis showing any particular assumption would change the ultimate conclusions of 

Applicants’ modeling. In other words, although intervenors cast aspersions on the modeling in 

this case, they do not put forth any modeling or analysis of their own showing the RICE Project 

will not provide net benefits for Applicants’ customers. 

                                                 
77  Direct-PSC-Chee-5; Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Gerlikowski-32; see also id. at 34-35 (describing why generic units 

cannot meet Applicants’ near-term need for capacity and energy). 
78  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Gerlikowski-10-11. 
79  Id. at 11. 
80  Id. at 12-21.  
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One other, particularly conservative assumption also deserves to be highlighted: 

Applicants assume only modest load growth from 2021 to 2030, and then flat demand for the 

balance of the study period.81 Unlike traditional expansion plans, load growth is not a significant 

driver of Applicants’ need for new capacity, which is instead driven by the retirement of aging, 

less efficient fossil-fueled generating resources as well as continued energy efficiency and 

conservation efforts. Assuming no load growth from 2030 through the end of the study period is 

particularly conservative because phasing out fossil fuels from the economy implies a substantial 

growth in demand for electricity, such as from electric vehicles.82 

In addition to the base case comparison between the GRP and the status quo, Applicants 

ran 11 different sensitivities ranging from substantial costs for CO2 emissions, to maintaining 

aging coal-fired generation for use during peak demand periods, to substantial increases in the 

fixed costs associated with the GRP.83 Under the base case assumptions, Applicants’ initial 

modeling showed a cumulative nominal savings of over $1 billion for the GRP as compared to 

the status quo, and a net present value (“NPV”) savings of $880 million for Applicants 

combined.84 Across the 11 different sensitivities, the average combined savings for Applicants’ 

customers was $847 million, and the maximum savings was over $1.1 billion in NPV.85 This 

table shows the complete results of Applicants’ initial modeling:86 

                                                 
81  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Gerlikowski-20.  
82  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-15-16; Rebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-26-28. 
83  Direct-WEPCO/WPSC-Gerlikowski-25-26.  
84  Id. at 26. 
85  Id. 
86  Id. at 29; see also Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Application: App’x C. 
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There are compelling reasons to believe these results underestimate the benefits of the 

RICE Project. As Mr. Hagerty testified, Applicants’ economic analysis captures the value of the 

RICE Project under projected system conditions for load, weather, and fuel costs.87 But this 

analysis may underestimate the value of the RICE Project (1) if gas prices do not rise 

substantially, as the EIA predicts; and (2) by not reflecting real-world situations that will stress 

the generation and distribution system, when the RICE Project will be particularly beneficial to 

customers.88  

                                                 
87  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-14-15. 
88  Id.; see also id. at 15-16 (comparing the forecasted natural gas prices to lower publicly traded natural gas 

futures). 
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B. Additional modeling requested by Commission Staff and CUB further 

demonstrates the value of the RICE Project and the GRP. 

Applicants worked with Commission Staff to run additional modeling that shows the 

RICE Project and the GRP provide net benefits for customers across a wide range of scenarios. 

First, in conjunction with Commission Staff, Applicants developed an “unconstrained” model in 

which PLEXOS was allowed to select from projects that could be constructed and connected to 

the bulk electric system on the necessary timeline, plus numerous generic units, to meet 

Applicants’ need for energy and capacity.89 Second, Applicants adjusted the parameters of the 

possible power purchase agreement with Whitewater and excluded the RICE Project from the 

model entirely.90 Third, Applicants worked with Commission Staff and CUB to develop a model 

that captured much higher natural gas prices to test the “ragged edge of plausibility” for future 

natural gas prices.91 The results of these additional modeling exercises further demonstrate the 

value of the RICE Project. 

In the unconstrained modeling run, for instance, the PLEXOS model continued to select 

the RICE Project as part of the least-cost plan to meet Applicants’ energy and capacity needs.92 

The RICE Project also saved customers money as compared to entering a PPA with Whitewater 

in Staff’s second request.93 Finally, even when natural gas prices rise to levels no party 

reasonably expects will endure for any length of time—and stay there—the PLEXOS model 

continues to select RICE generation as an integral part of an affordable, reliable, and clean 

generation portfolio for Applicants’ customers.94 

                                                 
89  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Gerlikowski-31.  
90  Id. 
91  Surrebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Gerlikowski-spr-2-3. This additional modeling is also responsive to CUB’s request 

to model extreme natural gas prices. 
92  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Gerlikowski-33-34; Ex.-PSC-Data Request Response: 1.07. 
93  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Gerlikowski-35; Ex.-PSC-Data Request Response: 3.01. 
94  Surrebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Gerlikowski-sr-4-5; Ex.-PSC-Data Request Response: Grant-5.01. 
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C. Applicants’ purchase of Whitewater does not change the fact that the RICE 

Project is needed for reliability and cost effective for customers. 

While this proceeding was pending, Applicants entered into a definitive agreement to 

purchase the 236 MW Whitewater plant. As discussed above, Applicants’ initial modeling found 

that the likely assumed price of continuing a PPA for the output of Whitewater was not part of 

the least-cost plan for meeting Applicants’ needs for clean, reliable energy.95 But Applicants 

were able to negotiate a very low price to purchase Whitewater. The unique opportunity to 

acquire Whitewater at such a favorable price allowed the Applicants to postpone constructing 95 

MW of BESS at Badger Hollow and Blue Sky Green Field.96 As described below, Applicants 

refreshed their economic modeling of both the GRP compared to the status quo and the 

unconstrained modeling requested by Commission Staff, and confirmed that both Whitewater (at 

the acquisition price) and the RICE Project are both part of a least-cost plan as compared to the 

alternatives.97 Beyond the cost, purchasing Whitewater for its remaining expected life will 

provide additional reliability and resiliency to Applicants’ customers and Wisconsin’s electric 

grid as a whole98—as confirmed by Whitewater providing electricity during recent cold weather 

conditions.99 

After including Whitewater, the benefits of the GRP as compared to the status quo still 

approach $1 billion dollars for Applicants’ customers:100 

                                                 
95  Supra, § III.A.; Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Gerlikowski-23, 35. 
96  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Gerlikowsi-spr-2-3.  
97  Id. at 3-7. 
98  Id. at 3. 
99  Surrebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-sr-7. 
100  Sur-surrebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Gerlikowski-6. 
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And Applicants re-ran all 11 different sensitivities, which demonstrated net benefits for 

customers over 20 years of between $575 million and $1.232 billion over a wide range of 

possible futures.101 Finally, when Applicants allowed the model to include generic generation 

resources in the least-cost plan, it still chose the RICE Project in addition to Whitewater.102 

Applicants’ robust modeling demonstrates the RICE Project is the cost-effective choice for 

Applicants’ customers—even before accounting for the important reliability benefits the RICE 

Project provides. 

IV. The RICE Project and the GRP as a whole comply with Wisconsin’s Energy 

Priorities Law. 

A. The GRP is comprised of predominantly renewable generation and is the 

first step in Applicants’ plan to meet their climate change goals. 

Through the GRP, Applicants are leading Wisconsin forward to a future powered by 

affordable, reliable, and clean energy. Applicants propose to purchase or construct over 1,000 

MW of solar and wind resources that rank as the second-highest priority under Wisconsin’s 

Energy Priorities Law, Wis. Stat. § 1.12(4).103 The GRP also includes over 450 MW of BESS 

                                                 
101  Id. at 6. 
102  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Gerlikowski-spr-6-7. The unconstrained model also chose to build Badger Hollow and 

Blue Sky Green Field BESS, which are more expensive per kW than the RICE Project, indicating the RICE 

Project is not the marginal unit in Applicants’ least-cost plan.  
103  Direct-WEPCO WG-Eidukas-5; Direct-WEPCO WG-Arendt-6; Direct-WEPCO WG-Hagerty-10. 
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strategically located near Applicants’ solar and wind sites to improve the effectiveness of 

renewable generation.104 But Applicants’ customers cannot power their homes and businesses 

with wind, solar, and short-duration BESS alone,105 so Applicants appropriately turned to the 

next highest energy priority available to them: clean, efficient, and affordable natural gas RICE 

generation. 

As Applicants explained—and no party contests—the ability of additional solar 

generation to meet demand decreases as more and more solar generation is installed, because net 

peak demand is shifted into the evening hours when solar is generating little or no electricity.106 

Because neither solar or wind generation is consistent across all hours of the day, substantially 

more renewable or BESS resources would need to be built to meet demand that does not 

correspond to renewable generation peaks.107 Said a different way, because solar generation 

cannot meet demand when the sun isn’t shining, Applicants would need significantly more solar 

and BESS than they are currently proposing to keep the lights on for dinner.108 Applicants 

estimate that to provide the same amount of continuous capacity as the RICE Project, they would 

need to build over 700 MW of solar and storage—at substantially greater cost than the RICE 

Project alone.109 The other alternative would be for Applicants to wait and not retire their older 

fossil-fueled units until a combination of renewable and storage technologies is able to cost-

                                                 
104  Id.; Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-5; Direct-WEPCO WG-Gerlikowski-sr-3 (addressing removal of 95 MW of 

BESS).  
105  See Sections I.B – E., supra. 
106  Direct-WEPCO WG-Arendt-10-12 (explaining the costs to “overbuild” solar and battery resources); Direct-

WEPCO WPSC-Hagerty-19-20 (explaining how uncertainty of renewable generation increases as more utilities 

shift their resource mix towards renewable energy resources) and 27-28 (to mitigate reliability concerns with 

renewable generation alone, a considerable amount of additional renewable generation must be built in 

locations with less correlated generation along with a corresponding amount of long-distance, high-voltage 

transmission).  
107  Direct-WEPCO WG-Arendt-12.  
108  Id.  
109  Id. at 12-13. 
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effectively provide all of the needed supply and reliability without dispatchable fossil-fueled 

capacity.110 

As the Wisconsin Supreme Court said in Clean Wisconsin, Inc. v. Pub. Serv. Comm’n, 

the Commission’s interpretation of “‘cost effective and technically feasible’ must be 

harmonized” with the “energy-related decisions” the Commission is tasked with making.111 The 

Commission recognized this principle recently in Docket 5-CG-106, emphasizing that “agencies 

should look to how a project could fit into the entire energy mix.”112 Here, the question is not 

whether Applicants can build solar and wind resources to meet peak-demand—through the GRP, 

Applicants are building over 1,000 MW of renewable energy capacity, plus several hundred MW 

of BESS to shift deployment of renewable energy to later periods in the day. Rather, the energy-

related decision the Commission must make in this proceeding is whether the clean, affordable, 

and—most importantly—reliable and dispatchable RICE technology Applicants propose is cost-

effective for their customers in light of their overall energy mix, and consistent with the 

Commission’s “statutory obligation to ensure the residents of Wisconsin have a safe, reliable, 

cost effective and environmentally responsible supply of power.”113 There is no doubt that the 

RICE Project provides reliability benefits that other, higher priority technologies cannot. The 

Commission should therefore find that the RICE Project—particularly in the context of the GRP 

as a whole—complies with Wisconsin’s Energy Priorities Law. 

                                                 
110  Sur-surrebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Gerlikowski-2 (explaining further why it is infeasible to rely solely on 

renewable and storage technologies to replace retiring coal and gas capacity). 
111  2005 WI 93, ¶ 121, 282 Wis.2d 250, 7000 N.W.2d 768. 
112  Final Decision, Application of Wisconsin Electric Power Company and Wisconsin Gas LLC for a Certificate of 

Authority under Wis. Stat. § 196.49 and Wis. Admin. Code § 133.03 to Construct a System of New Liquefied 

Natural Gas Facilities and Associated Natural Gas Pipelines near Ixonia and Bluff Creek, Wisconsin, Docket 5-

CG-106 (PSC REF#: 427782) (Dec. 22, 2021) at 23. 
113  Id. at 24.  
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B. Applicants fully comply with their Renewable Portfolio Standards and 

energy efficiency requirements. 

Applicants also fully comply with their Renewable Portfolio Standards (“RPS”) and 

energy efficiency requirements. As the Commission recognized in Docket 5-CG-106, Wis. Stat. 

§ 196.025(1) limits the Commission’s authority to order Applicants to implement additional 

energy conservation or additional renewable energy resources in certain circumstances.114 

Specifically, Wis. Stat. § 196.025(1)(b)1. prohibits the Commission from “order[ing] or 

otherwise impos[ing] energy conservation or efficiency requirements” on Applicants if they have 

fulfilled their duties to the statewide Focus on Energy (“FOE”) program under Wis. Stat. 

§§ 196.374 and 196.374(8). Similarly, Wis. Stat. § 196.025(1)(c)1. prohibits the Commission 

from “order[ing] or otherwise impos[ing] renewable resource requirements” on Applicants if 

they have fulfilled their RPS requirements under Wis. Stat. § 196.378.  

Applicants not only fully fund their obligations to FOE, they also spend millions more 

every year on voluntary energy efficiency and conservation programs consistent with the 

Commission’s policies.115 Similarly, Applicants are fully compliant with their RPS 

requirements,116 and the GRP includes over 1,000 MW of renewable resources beyond those 

requirements.117 Under the plain language and intent of Wis. Stat. § 196.025(1), the Commission 

cannot deny approval of the RICE Project in favor of either energy efficiency or additional 

                                                 
114  Final Decision, supra. fn. 112, at 22.  
115  Rebuttal-WEPCO WG-Lambert-4-5, 10-12; Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Lambert-3 (Focus on Energy contribution 

letters for Applicants); Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Lambert-6 (the final decision in Docket 5-BU-102 lays out four 

priorities for energy efficiency programs outside Focus on Energy); Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Lambert-7 (Wisconsin 

Electric’s complete conservation report); Ex.-WEPCO WPSC-Lambert-7 (WPSC’s complete conservation 

report). 
116  The Commission’s yearly evaluation of RPS requirements for 2020 found all Wisconsin electric providers—

including Applicants—to be compliant pursuant to Wis. Stat. § 196.378(2)(a)2. Order, Electric Provider 

Renewable Portfolio Standard Compliance for 2020, Docket 5-RF-2020 (PSC REF#: 415873) (July 13, 2021). 

Applicants remained compliant in 2021 and expect a similar determination from the Commission later this year. 
117  See Wis. Stat. § 196.378(2)(a) (establishing RPS percentages). 
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renewable generation. Nor is there any factual basis to deny approval: the RICE Project is a key 

part of Applicants’ plan to provide clean, affordable, and reliable energy to their customers. 

V. The RICE Project meets all applicable environmental and permitting requirements. 

No party contests that the RICE Project fully complies with the relevant and applicable 

environmental requirements and meets all environmental, safety, and local permitting 

requirements for approval. Three facts are important to bear in mind in relation to environmental 

compliance: (1) the RICE Project will be built at an existing power plant site; (2) it will replace 

peaking units that do not have modern air quality control systems; and (3) air quality modeling 

conservatively assumes the RICE Project will run at 100% capacity 24 hours a day, 7 days a 

week, 365 days a year.118 Building the RICE Project at the existing Weston Power Plant site has 

a number of benefits—including lower costs—but in terms of environmental and permitting 

requirements it means there will be no impacts to waterways, wetlands, agricultural lands, 

historic or cultural resources, and construction will result in little or no loss of vegetation or 

wildlife habitat.119 Unlike the antiquated peaking plants it will replace, the RICE Project will 

have a modern air quality control system that includes selective catalytic reduction (“SCR”) to 

control emissions.120 Finally, even though the air permit modeling must assume “worst case” 

conditions that will never come to pass, the RICE Project does not exceed the relevant standards 

and is capable of being permitted under Wis. Stat. ch. 285.121 The RICE Project meets or exceeds 

all applicable environmental and permitting requirements122 and should be approved. 

                                                 
118  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Eidukas-4; Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Maurer-5-6; Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Arendt-10; 

Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Jarmuz-3-4; Rebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Jarmuz-2-3.  
119  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Jarmuz-5. 
120  Id. at 3-4.  
121  Rebuttal-WEPCO WPSC-Jarmuz-2-3; Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Jarmuz-4-5.  
122  Direct-WEPCO WPSC-Jarmuz-5; see generally Direct-PSC-Schumacher; Direct-WDNR-Rademacher, Direct-

WDNR-Binzley; see also Ex.-PSC-EA at 60 (concluding no Environmental Impact Statement is required, 

because the RICE Project is “unlikely to have a significant impact on the human environment”).  
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VI. The RICE Project is in the public interest considering all of the factors in 

Wis. Stat. §§ 196.491(3) and 196.49(3)(b).  

The RICE Project is in the public interest, because it meets all of the criteria set forth in 

Wis. Stat. §§ 196.491(3)(d) and 196.49(3)(b): 

 It satisfies the reasonable needs of the public for an adequate supply of 

electric energy—at all times, and in all weather; 

 The design and location of the RICE Project is in the public interest, because 

it takes advantage of Applicants’ operational experience with RICE 

technology, and the existing infrastructure at the Weston Generating Station; 

 It will have little, if any, adverse impact on other environmental values, and 

meets the requirements of Wis. Stat. ch. 285; 

 It will not interfere with the orderly land use and development plans for the 

area, because the Weston Generating Station is already zoned for industrial 

use; 

 It will not have a material adverse impact on competition in the MISO market; 

in fact, the RICE Project will provide additional reliability benefits to the 

market as a whole; 

 Although the RICE Project does not meet the definition of a “brownfield” in 

Wis. Stat. § 238.13(1)(a), Applicants propose to build it on an underused 

portion of the existing Weston Generating Station; 

 It does not substantially impair the efficiency of Applicants’ service; 

 It does not provide facilities unreasonably in excess of Applicants’ probable 

future requirements; and  

 It does not add to the cost of service without proportionately increasing the 

value or available quantity of service. 

The record of this proceeding is clear: the RICE Project is a “no regrets” solution to meet the 

need of Applicants’ customers for affordable, reliable, and clean electricity. 
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CONCLUSION 

The RICE Project is an affordable, reliable, and clean solution to ensure Applicants’ 

customers have electricity 24 hours a day, 365 days a year. It should be approved. 

 

Respectfully submitted this 9th day of February 2022. 
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