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April 30, 2026 
 
Sasha Bergman Via E-Filing 
Executive Secretary 
Minnesota Public Utilities Commission 
121 7th Place East, Suite 350 
St. Paul, MN 55101-2147 
 
Re: In the Matter of the Application of Minnesota Power and American 

Transmission Company, LLC for a Certificate of Need and Route Permit for 
Iron Range – St. Louis County – Arrowhead 345 kV Transmission Line 
Project  
Comments on Request to Stay Proceedings 
Docket Nos. E015/CN-25-111 and E015/TL-25-112 

 
Dear Ms. Bergman: 
 
Minnesota Power and American Transmission Company LLC by and through its corporate 
manager ATC Management Inc. (collectively, the “Applicants”) provide these Comments in 
response to Ms. Carol Overland’s April 14, 2026 Petition for Rulemaking (the “Petition”) 
which she filed in the above-referenced Project dockets.1 The Applicants, along with other 
Minnesota transmission owners, address the petition in more detail in comments 
submitted in the rulemaking docket opened by the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission 
(the “Commission”) (Docket No. E999/R-26-172). However, the Applicants would like to 
directly respond to Ms. Overland’s request to “stay any routing and siting applications 
underway at the Commission until there are rules for routing and siting.”2  
 
Ms. Overland’s request to stay this proceeding is inappropriate for two reasons. First, Ms. 
Overland’s request is misplaced as there is no requirement that the Commission adopt 
rules for routing and siting.3 Second, the Commission has ordered a joint proceeding for 
the Certificate of Need and Route Permit for the Project and the Commission has statutory 
deadlines for issuing a Certificate of Need under Minn. Stat. § 216B.243, unless otherwise 

 
1 Petion for Rulemaking (April 14, 2026) (eDocket No. 20264-230350-01). In her filing, Ms. Overland 
clarifies: “I’m filing this as an individual, an attorney who has worked on more routing and siting dockest 
(sic) than I care to remember, and not in the course of representation of any client.” Id. at cover letter. 
2 Petition at 3.  
3 See Minn. Stat. § 216I.26, subd. 1 (“The commission, in order to give effect to the purposes of this chapter, 
may adopt rules consistent with this chapter, including promulgation of site and route designation criteria . 
. . .”) (emphasis added). There is not a requirement that the Commission adopt such siting and routing 
rules, but allows the Commission to adopt such rules. 
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agreed to by the Applicants.4 Further, the Applicants were required to file the Application 
by a specific statutory deadline under the right of first refusal statute.5 Finally, Minn. Stat. 
216I sets forth statutory deadlines under which the Commission must make final 
decisions on route and site permit applications where the Commission has found such 
application to be complete.6 Under Minn. Stat. § 216I.07, the Commission may extend 
the timeline up to three months, “for just cause or upon agreement with the applicant.”  
 
The Commission is not permitted to unilaterally vary or waive a statutory requirement 
without specific statutory authority.7 Ms. Overland’s request to stay these proceedings is 
a single sentence in her Petition and does not provide just cause for a stay. Thus, a stay 
of the proceedings is contradictory to the Commission’s statutory authority and 
obligations.  
 
If you have additional questions or need additional information, please contact Jennifer 
Kuklenski, Manager – Regulatory Strategy and Policy, at jkuklenski@mnpower.com.  
 
Sincerely, 
 

  

Jennifer Cady  
ALLETE  
Vice President – ALLETE Public Policy & 
External Affairs 

Gregory Levesque 
ATC 
Vice President  

 
cc:  Service Lists  

 
4 Minn. Stat. § 216B.243, subd. 5.  
5 Minn. Stat. § 216B.246. 
6 Minn. Stat. § 216I.06, subd. 4; Minn. Stat. § 216I.07, subd. 5. 
7 See McKee v. Ramsey Cnty., 310 Minn. 192, 195, 245 N.W.2d 460, 462 (1976) (reaffirming that an 
agency’s jurisdiction is “limited and is dependent entirely upon the statute under which it operates,” thus, 
exceeding statutory authority renders the agency’s action invalid). 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Carly L. Krause certifies that on the 30th day of April, 2026, on behalf of Minnesota Power 
and American Transmission Company, she efiled a true and correct copy of the 
Comments on Request to Stay Proceedings by posting the same on eDockets. Said 
document was served via electronic service or U.S. Mail as designated on the attached 
Official Service Lists on file with the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission in the above-
mentioned dockets. 
 
       /s/ Carly L. Krause    
       Carly L. Krause 

https://efiling.web.commerce.state.mn.us/edockets/searchDocuments.do?method=showeDocketsSearch&showEdocket=true



























