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SOUTHWESTERN PUBLIC SERVICE  *
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APPELLEE *

MOTION TO RECONSIDER ORDER 17 FROM THE SEPT. 11, 2014 HEARING
RECEIVED SEPT. 15, 2014

A correct Appellate procedure in this proceeding is to follow The Texas Rules of Civil
Procedure, at this hearing, that would be for the First and Secord Set of Written Questions by
Laurance Kriegel to be answered, wait for a Notice of Appeal to be heard by the Supreme Court
of Texas in 14-0280, Writ of Error by Laurance Kriegel should to be answered and ruled on
before this hearing continues. Laurance Kriegel’s Motion to Compel should be answered before
proceeding.

Appellant, Laurance Kriegel objected to Exhibit 54 by SPS for the exhibit to not be
approved as evidence at the hearing. This is a summary of Exhibit’s 1-53 which show the
expense of building transmission lines and Alternate Electric Windmill projects across Texas.
This rate increase request is driven by the building of Alternate Electric Windmill projects and
Transmission lines for those projects. Their exhibits show the amount of money spent on the
transmission lines and windmill projects and the expense of the Lawyers or SPS planners at their
meeting. The exhibits do not show all of the income received by SPS or Xcel as Appellant has
shown in his documents. Please see the documents Appellant stated in the first paragraph I have
requested to be answered.

The 1836 and/or 1845 Republic of Texas Constitution states the Land of Texas will not
be demised. The fraudulent filed memorandum in the county Court Clerks Office states the
company [Scandia] intending to lease the wind rights will demise the land. This is a
Constitutional violation. The construction of the windmills and transmission lines should stop.
The Tax office is not the correct place to look for the fee simple Owner of the land.

The information presented in the evidence that SPS AND XCEL have before the Court
show, there is no need for a rate increase. The SPS documents show they have enough income
without a rate increase. Ihave shown that $.0001 per produced KWH for all power [KWH’s]
needed will cover the amount of money requested for their expenses.

The electricity to be transmitted in these electric lines is not just, or reliable, 32 or 33
hertz value in the transmission line is not safe electricity and will damage electric motors of all

Page 1 of B

557

S 39

b, ]



sizes. The expense data in this proceeding is using data from building transmission lines, paying
for natural gas expense from conventional electricity to charge the electric windmill with
clectricity in the event the wind blows, and the cost of the electric windmills. The windmills will
produce electricity which may go into the transmission line only a small amount of time. This
makes the system unneeded, unreliable, cost prohibitive. There is no need for such a project.
Appellee’s have not proven the abnomalies caused by the flawed electricity will not harm
Citizens or wildlife nearby.

The President has Ordered many of the Alternate Windmill Projects taken down. The
U.S. Climate Change has data reports that show the electric windmills cause our present drought.
The U.S. Weather Bureau has show our present drought is caused by the Alternate Electric
Windmill Projects.

News paper articles show many birds are being killed by the electric windmills which
violate many of the U. S. Fish and Wildlife statutes. Why build something that causes these
types of problems? They should be stopped and taken down. There is no need for this flawed
system.

All data supporting expense items for the Alternate Electric Windmills should be stricken
from the record. There are a least two lists in the exhibits I noticed with about 70 windmill
projects in the SPS service area. See the Writ of Error in this proceeding by Laurance Kriegel to
farther explain the excessive costs of these projects and that SPS will recover excessive amounts
of money to pay for each segment of transmission lines and Alternate Windmill Energy projects
within about a month.

Tax records are not the correct location to determine the fee simple land owner.

Appellant construes that SPS and XCEL have not shown all of the income that they
receive, as I have shown in the Writ of Error before the Court. See Laurance Kriegel’s First Set
of Written Question. Aa Windmill projects need this same required information.

Appellees have not shown they have Texas standing to conduct business in Texas.
Without a Texas Billing number and Energy provider number, Appellees do not have standing to
conduct business or electric business in Texas. Appellees have not shown that they have a Texas
cooperation charter filed in Texas.

I have shown in The Notice of Appeal 14-0280 file marked April 10, 2014 that three
Alternate Electric Windmill company’s have gotten approval of electric rates above $1.35 per
KWH. This is the electricity causing these rate increase to recover the cost of building these
projects. Wildorado has received approval of $5.00 a KWH. This is excessive. Now SPS and
XCEL want to bend this rate with conventional electricity. The windmill projects according to
newspaper articles are selling what little electricity they make to SPS and not to a company
nearby as the law require. SPS and XCEL are spamming Citizens with this new unlawful
blended rate which is not cheaper than conventional electricity.
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The evidence supports dollar amount approvals divided by the number of customers to
make is look like a rate increase. The truth is a latter document is placed in the PUC file
showing a unconstitutional tariff rate.

These electric rates are unreasonable, unaffordable, flawed in design by SPS’s own data
reports recorded in the Texas Public Utility Commission record. See Appellee’s Supreme Court
cases having to do with electricity for more explanations and other PUC cases.

Texas Supreme Court proceeding 08-0730, beginning with PUC 35387, will explain that
Appellant cannot afford the electricity for the farm. Why is my electricity unaffordable? The
PUC has violated their fiduciary duty with the Citizens of Texas when their decisions do not
keep the cost of electricity down are affordable and safe.

The billing uses meter multiplier’s numbers [40] and load demand factor numbers [17-
20] multiplied by the KWH or the Load factor, which are not allowed by Law. The electric
companies have never replied to Appellant by letter with the formula that is being used during
billing. This increases the amount owed to a unjust unaffordable rate. Rates are to be Just and
Reasonable PUC 53.003. The SPS documents in the evidence show that SPS needs less
electricity in the summer than winter. The Load Demand factors are used during the summer,
The electric company state that they need the Load Demand factor in the summer for the load,
but this is not true. It’s not needed the electricity is always available.

Several bills need to be gone over in open court to show the formula for billing to
prove the electricity is billed out uniformly to all customers.

SPS, nor XCEL nor the transmission line company’s have a right of way with Laurance
Kriegel. Laurance Kriegel’s ownership map are in The General Land Office of Texas.

The flawed electric design by The Alternate Electric Windmill Projects is not in the
interest of Texas Citizens, Public Utility Code, 36.0061. The flawed electricity is not safe and
will cause unnecessary motor repair regardless of the size of the motor.

The billing uses meter multiplier’s numbers [40] and load demand factor numbers [17-
20] multiplied by the KWH or the Load factor, which are not allowed by Law. The electric
companies have never replied to Appellant by letter with the formula that is being used during
billing. This increases the amount owed to a unjust unaffordable rate. Rates are to be Just and
Reasonable PUC 53.003. The SPS documents in the evidence show that SPS needs less
electricity in the summer than winter. The Load Demand factors are used during the summer,
The electric company state that they need the Load Demand factor in the summer for the load,
but this is not true. It’s not needed the electricity is always available.

Several bills need to be gone over in open court to show the formula for billing to
prove the electricity is bill out uniformly to all customers.
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Appellant has shown the PUC and SOAH that there are at least three approved Alternate
Electric Windmill projects with a rate over $1.35 per KWH. These facts violate PUC, 39.202 the
Price to Beat. This price is not cheaper than conventionally produced electricity.

The approval of this proposed rate was turned in to the State Line Tribune before
the hearing on Sept. 11, 2014 as already being approved. This type of action by SPS and
Xcel should stop. See attached exhibit. Appellant can only ask, what is really going on?
Motive? Conspiracy? Where is every one being trained?

All the documents and expenses that are in exhibits 1-54 that have a mention of a
Alternate Electric Windmill Project and Transmission Lines should be stricken from the record.

Wherefore Premises Considered SPS and/or XCEL Energy does not have legal
standing to raise the rates or collect on any existing electric rate billed to this customer or a
citizen, therefore the electric rate increase should not be approved.

Wherefore Premises Considered, all Electricity Windmill projects and Transmission
Lines should be taken down and the land restored to normal.

Respectfully Submitted; Dated Sept.16, 2014

4
Lon oo Vo
Laurance Kriegel, Pro Se J
1202 Hwy 86
Bovina, Texas 79009
806-225-7285

Copy’s

Katherine Lengieza Gross SPS

Public Utility Commission XCEL Energy

1701 N. Congress Ave. 816 Congress Ave Suite 1650
P.O. Box 13326 Austin, Tx 78701-2471
Austin, Texas 78711-3326 512-478-7267

512-936-7277 512-478-9232 Fax

512-936-7268 Fax

SPS

XCEL

600 S. Tyler St, Suite 2400
Amarillo, Texas 79101

SOAH PUC
300 W. 15", P.O. Box 13025 P.O. Box 13326
Austin, Texas 78711-3025 Austin, Texas 78711
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Terry Copley

2080 FM 2397
Friona, Texas 79035
806-265-7241
806-265-3485 Fax

Graves Dougherty Hearon & Moody, P.C.
Andrea Moore Stover

Lauren D. Damen

401 Congress Ave, Suite 1650

Austin, Texas 78701

512-480-5727

512-536-9927 Fax

Kiristin Henry

Casey Roberts

Sierra Club Environmental Law Program
85 2" St. Second Floor

San Francisco, CA.94105

415-977-5710

415-977-5793 Fax

Rex D. VanMiddlesworth
Michael Boldt

111 Congress Ave, Suite 1700
Austin, Texas 78701
512-320-9200

512-320-9292 Fax

Respectfully Submitted;

Laurance Kriegel, Pro Se J
1202 Hwy 86

Bovina, Texas 79009
806-225-7285

Mindi L. McLain

Burdett Morgan Williamson & Boykin, LLP
701 S. Taylor LB 103

Amarillo, Texas 79101

806-358-8116

806-350-7642 Fax

Steven A. Porter

Assistant General Counsel
U. S. Dept. of Energy
Electricity and Fossil Energy
1000 Independence Ave, SW
Washington, DC 20585
202-586-4219

202-586-4116 Fax

Public Regulations Commission
of New Mexico

P.O. Box 1269

1120 Paso De Peralta

Santa Fe, NM 87504-1269

505-827-6941

Amy M. Shelhamer
1700 Chase Tower
P.O. Box 9238
Amarillo, Texas 79101
806-372-5569

Fax 806-372-9761

Dated 9-16 -2014
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announce
rate hike

BYMOLLIE BRYANT
mollie. b(yant@amarillo. com

Xcel Energy announced Tues-
day a 6.3 percent rate hike that
will mean a monthly bill in-
crease of $6.58 per month for a
typical 1,000 kilowatt-hour resi-
dential customer.

The company also announced
a retroactive collection for new
rates beginning in October,
spokesman Wes Reeves said.

In January, Xcel proposed a
$52.7 million revenue increase to
the Public Utility Commission
and 80 Texas cities that receive
the company’s electric services.

Xcel, the Public Utility Com-
mission and customer groups
reached a settlement Tuesday

~ See ELECTRICITY, A8

WEDNESDEY, SEPTEMBER 3, 2014

T AMARILLO.COM

FINAL B 75 CENTS
VOLUME 105, NO. 305

A8 Amarillo Globe-News _amarillo.com Wednesday, September 3, 2014

ELECTRICITY “These two

From A1 .-
that is $15.7 million less increases are

than the company’s orig- B 2
inal proposal. The deal unrelaﬁ'ed but

will allow Xcel to raise

its revenue by $37 mil- nece-ssai’y

lion starting Oct. 1. ) ;
Xcel’s-original proposal cha;nges to

involved.- starting the rate ;

increase June 1 and under al!ow us to

the agreement, the com- pacover the

pany plans to collect the

rate hike retroactively for . .
June through September, higher cosis of

Reeves said. ‘
Additional details on capi‘ta;l

this temporary surcharge,  § ¢
including when it will go lnve5tment and

into effect and how it will ¥
be distributed, are un- fuel.
available,Reeves said. R

On  Tuesday, Xcel DAVID HUDSON

_ president, CEO

made a second proposal
w1th the Public Utlity

and CEO of Southwest-
erh Public Service Com-
Hon | pany, Xcel's Texas
that proposal is subsidiary.
ved, an averige “The fuel cost sur-
kilowatt-hefur bill charge is temporary; but
crease, an addi- - the base rate increase is
2:70 per month, to pay for increased costs
or 2.4 percent, starting in associated with invest-
November. Xcel esti- ment ‘in the regional
mates the surcharge will power grid.”
last through April 30, al- In 2010, Xcel began
though it could expire projects to update ifts
before that time, Reeves power facilities and build
said. new infrastructure to
“These two increases meet increased customer
are unrelated but neces- demand. Over the next
sary changes to allow us  six years, Kcel plans to
to recover the higher devote $3.2 billion to
costs of capital invest- mnew power fines, substa-
ment and fuel,” said tions and power-generat-
David Hudson, president  ing facilities. ‘
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