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Transalta – February 26, 2009 

 
From: Renee Marx [Renee_Marx@transalta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, February 26, 2009 2:47 PM 
To: Rita Chan 
Cc: Kevin Van Koughnett 
Subject: TransAlta comments on draft Rule 007 
 
Attachments: TransAlta Comment Matrix for AUC Rule 007 Feb 26,2009.doc; 
TransAlta comments on AUC Rule 007 Feb 26, 2009.pdf 
Ms. Chan, 
 
Attached please find a covering letter and TransAlta's comments on the draft Rule 007. 
 
Regards, 
 
Renée Marx 
Regulatory Counsel, TransAlta 
(403) 267-7449 
renee_marx@transalta.com 
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TransCanada - February 27, 2009 

From: Dan Levson [dan_levson@transcanada.com] 
Sent: Friday, February 27, 2009 4:18 PM 
To: Rita Chan 
Cc: Chris Best 
Subject: AUC Rule 007 - Comments from TransCanada 
 
Attachments: TransCanada Comment 2009 02 27.doc 
Hi Rita, 
 
Attached, for your consideration, is a comment matrix from TransCanada regarding the proposed 
changes to AUC Rule 007. 
 
If you have any questions, please contact me at (403) 920-2095 or Chris Best at (403) 920-2081. 
 
 
Dan Levson 
 
 
 
This electronic message and any attached documents are intended only for the named 
addressee(s). This communication from TransCanada may contain information that is 
privileged, confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure and it must not be 
disclosed, copied, forwarded or distributed without authorization. If you have received 
this message in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the original 
message. Thank you.  
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Warburg et al. – February 24, 2009 
 
From: Crystal Carstens 
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2009 8:56 AM 
To: Rita Chan 
Subject: FW: AUC Bulletin 2009-04 - Rule 007 - Application for Power Plants, 
Substations, Transmission Lines, and Industrial System Designations 
 
Attachments: Warburg et al CommentMatrix.doc 
  
 

 
From: Ken Larsen [mailto:Hillfarm@rttinc.com]  
Sent: Monday, February 23, 2009 12:58 PM 
To: Crystal Carstens 
Subject: RE: AUC Bulletin 2009-04 - Rule 007 - Application for Power Plants, Substations, 
Transmission Lines, and Industrial System Designations 

Thank you for the above captioned.  Please find our comments below the matrix box in the 
attached file.  Please feel free to contact either of the authors at the enclosed phone numbers.   
 
Ken Larsen 
403‐746‐5792 
 
 
This communication is intended for the use of the recipient to which it is addressed, and may contain 
confidential, personal and/or privileged information. 
 
Please contact me immediately if you are not the intended recipient of this communication, and do not 
copy, distribute, or take action relying on it. Any communication received in error, or subsequent reply, 
should be deleted or destroyed.  
 
From: Crystal Carstens [mailto:Crystal.Carstens@auc.ab.ca]  
Sent: February 12, 2009 5:40 PM 
Subject: AUC Bulletin 2009-04 - Rule 007 - Application for Power Plants, Substations, 
Transmission Lines, and Industrial System Designations 
 
This email is to advise that the Alberta Utilities Commission (AUC) has issued Bulletin 2009-04, 
dated February 12, 2009, regarding the above.   
  
Please access the link in Bulletin 2009-04 to the AUC website where a revised draft of Rule 007 
and a Comment Matrix are located. 
 
Thank you. 
This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended 
solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If 
you have received this email in error please notify the system manager. 
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 Reference to AUC Rule 007 Stakeholder Comment AUC Responses 

Item PP39 Revision  
    

1 
Power Plant Applications    
1 Megawatt (MW) or 
Greater: Item PP42 Addition  

    

Item TS11 Revision  
 Please see comment below   

Item TS 34 Addition 
 Please see comment below   

2  Transmission Line 
/Substation Applications 

  Item 34 Addition 
 Please see comment below   

5 
Appendix A Participant 
Involvement Program 
Requirements 

"Who to Include" 
Revision on page 43 

 Please see comment below   
 
 
Thank you for the invitation to comment on Rule 007 as contained in [DraftRule007-Highlighted.pdf]   
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As landowners with direct and very bitter experience with the disingenuous and highly partisan activities of the Alberta Electric 
System Operator and your organization’s predecessor, the disgraced Alberta Energy and Utilities Board, we would like to make the 
following comments.   
 
Generally, to avoid social conflict and secure the consent and participation of the governed, democracies have at least striven to use 
objective information which can be tested in fair and open proceedings.  In a 1941 essay, George Orwell observed of British society: 
 
  “In England such concepts as justice, liberty and objective truth are still believed in.  They may be illusions, but they  
  are very powerful illusions. . . . The sword is still in the scabbard, and while it stays there corruption cannot go beyond  
  a certain point.  . . .” 
 
He goes on to observe of the impartial judge:  
 
   “He is a symbol of the strange mixture of reality and illusion, democracy and privilege, humbug and decency, the  
  subtle network of compromises, by which the nation keeps itself in its familiar shape.” 
 
      Orwell, George:  “The Lion and the Unicorn:  Socialism and the English Genius”   
      February, 1941. 
 
With the forgoing in mind, we would like to make the following comments on Section 6: “Needs Identification Applications to 
Construct or Alter a Substation or Transmission Line.” 
 
Section 6  (e)  states:  “When a TFO is delegated by the ISO to provide the project need information, it will submit as part of its 
facility application to the Commission, the NID and interconnection proposal.” 
 
This clearly constitutes a conflict of interest.  The TFO’s are assigned territories.  They are private, profit driven companies that our 
society has designed to respond to no higher ethical standard than that of making a profit and seeking advantage.  To expect such 
entities to generate definitive objective information which is acceptable in a democratic decision making process is absurd.  Yet that is 
exactly what the ISO did in the last round of disgraced hearings into the need and routing of the 500 kV line proposals.  This defective 
process was compounded by a ruling from the AEUB to the effect that any testimony from the ISO was to be given precedent over all 
other evidence.  
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The AUC should not accord the ISO evidence any greater weight than evidence generated by other parties to its hearings.  The AESO 
has already damaged its reputation during those processes and would appear to be following the same course of action yet again.  The 
AUC should avoid falling into the same destructive pattern of behaviour.   
 
Sections 6 (a) and 6 (c) allow for an integrated application where need and route are considered as one item.  This again bypasses due 
process and objective evaluation.  There may or may not be a need to develop a new transmission line.  This is a very separate 
question from the routing of a transmission line.  The former is a question which affects the whole of the province.  The latter affects a 
much smaller group.  Given that the ISO feels it can rely on information from the TFO’s for planning, this integrated application 
approach builds in a further conflict of interest.    
 
From the foregoing it appears the AUC would be largely redundant to the process.  To be acceptable to the public and to avoid further 
costly legal wrangling, it would seem prudent for the AUC to avoid these problems by establishing an equitable and objective process 
for considering these profit making schemes from the AESO and its industry patrons.  This section does not meet this test. 
 
Lastly, section TS11) suggests only an 800 metre notification zone.  Given that high voltage towers can be in excess of forty stories 
tall, their visual foot print, to say nothing of other possible effects, extends well beyond 800 metres.  For rural areas we would suggest 
a minimum notification distance of two kilometres.   
 
To close, we would remind you that as civil servants you have a fiduciary duty to the citizens of this Province, a duty which does not 
extend to the Alberta Progressive Conservative Party, or indeed any political party, whatever its status.  The following comparison to 
East Germany is not invidious.  When the German Democratic Republic finally threw in the towel and Erik Honecker’s successor 
Egon Krenz, resigned, the level of popular support for the regime was estimated to be in the range of 30 to 37%.  In contrast, in the 
last Alberta Provincial Election, the current regime enjoyed a level of popular support in the range of 18 to 20%.  This demonstrates a 
great lack of public trust.  The unhappy task of avoiding any further strip mining of the public trust therefore falls on the shoulders of 
the AUC and other public service bodies.  We regret to say that the proposals in Rule 007 will not serve to rebuild public trust in a 
demonstrably failed public process.     
 
Respectfully submitted 
Ken Larsen   and  Anthony Heinrich.   
403-746-5792 780-696-2468  



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Rule 007 Stakeholder Feedback  •   p. 67  


