STATE OF IOWA

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

UTILITIES BOARD

IN RE:
MIDWEST RENEWABLE ENERGY
PROJECTS LLC, DOCKET NOS. AEP-05-2
AEP-05-3
Petitioner, AEP-05-4
V.

INTERSTATE POWER AND LIGHT
COMPANY,

Respondent.

ORDER CONSOLIDATING DOCKETS AND
ASSIGNING TO ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE

(Issued October 27, 2005)

On September 21, 2005, the Utilities Board (Board) issued an order that,
among other things, set a time for filing answers or responses in Docket Nos.
AEP-05-2, AEP-05-3, and AEP-05-4. These dockets involve three petitions filed by
Midwest Renewable Energy Projects LLC (Midwest Renewable). Each petition asks
the Board to determine rates to be paid by Interstate Power and Light Company (IPL)
to a different qualified facility under the Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978.

After reviewing the petitions and the answers filed by IPL on September 30,
2005, the Board issued an order asking the parties to comment on whether and to

what extent the three dockets should be consolidated. The Board noted that from its
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initial review, it appeared that common questions of fact and law may predominate.
Midwest Renewable filed a motion requesting that the three dockets be consolidated
for procedural purposes only. Midwest Renewable said in its motion that counsel for
IPL and the Consumer Advocate Division of the Department of Justice, the other
parties to this proceeding, have reviewed the motion and do not object to the
procedural consolidation of the dockets. Midwest Renewable noted that both IPL and
Midwest Renewable have argued in another avoided cost docket, Docket No. AEP-
05-1, that as each additional wind project is added to a utility’s generation portfolio,
the avoided cost typically declines, and nothing contained in the motion to
consolidate is intended to alter this position.

For the sake of efficiency and economy, the Board will consolidate Docket
Nos. AEP-05-2, AEP-05-3, and AEP-05-4 for procedural purposes only, including a
common hearing date. Pursuant to lowa Code § 17A.11(1)"b" (2005) and
199 IAC 7.1(4), the Board will assign this consolidated matter to an administrative law
judge (ALJ) for further proceedings.

As noted in a prior paragraph, there is another docket pending in which
Midwest Renewable has asked the Board to make a similar avoided cost
determination for another qualifying facility wind project. The decision in that docket
has not been issued. Therefore, the Board will direct the ALJ not to set a procedural
schedule in the consolidated dockets until the Board issues its decision in Docket No.

AEP-05-1. The Board’s decision in that docket may affect how the parties argue and
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present their respective cases, including prefiled testimony, in the consolidated
dockets.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. Docket Nos. AEP-05-2, AEP-05-3, and AEP-05-4 are consolidated for
procedural purposes only and docketed as a formal contested case proceeding.

2. Pursuant to lowa Code § 17A.11(1)"b" (2005) and 199 IAC 7.1(4),
these consolidated dockets are assigned to the Board's administrative law judge,
Amy Christensen, to, among other things, issue a procedural schedule, conduct a
hearing, and issue a proposed decision. The administrative law judge shall have the
authority provided under 199 IAC 7.1(4)"a" through "." The ALJ is directed not to

issue a procedural schedule until after the Board issues its final decision in Docket

No. AEP-05-1.
UTILITIES BOARD
/s/ John R. Norris
/s/ Diane Munns

ATTEST:

/s/ Judi K. Cooper /s/ Curtis W. Stamp

Executive Secretary

Dated at Des Moines, lowa, this 27" day of October, 2005.



