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. INTRODUCTION

The Department appreciates the contributions of all that submitted comments and takes note of the
volume and passion of those comments. The bulk of the comments received support the Department’s
position that the proposed rate change for community solar gardens (CSGs) deemed complete prior to
January 1, 2017 to be moved from the applicable retail rate (ARR) to the 2017 vintage value of solar
(VOS) should be rejected.

Some parties recommend that if changes are made to subscription rates, those changes should only
apply to general service subscribers. The Department recommends against that change, both because
a significant percentage of those subscribers are non-profits, schools, and local governments, to which
the financial burden would be against the public interest, and also because the administrative burden
to Xcel would require an increase to tariffed annual Participation Fee for CSGs.

The Department also recommends against a contested case hearing, as there are no contested issues
of fact.

The Department continues to hold its position that a carve-out in the fuel clause adjustment (FCA)
rider to shield income-qualified ratepayers from the costs of the Solar*Rewards Community (S*RC)
program would be in the public interest.

Il COMMENTS FROM OTHER PARTIES

A. FRESH ENERGY

Fresh Energy proposes two modifications to Xcel’s proposal: (1) the subscription rate change to the
2017 VOS only applies to general service subscribers, and (2) that 2017 VOS be enhanced with a $.01
per kWh adder.?

Fresh Energy gives four reasons to support this proposal: (1) ARR-era gardens are the bulk of the S*RC
program and the ARR is currently higher than the VOS, therefore switching bill credit rates will reduce
the program cost;? (2) ARR rates will continue to rise as Xcel’s retail electricity rates continue to rise;3

! Fresh Energy, Comments at 1 and 9-10 (January 8, 2024) (eDocket No. 20241-201980-01).
2|d. at 3-4.
31d. at 4-5.
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(3) the ARR is not tied to the value that the gardens provide to the electric system;* (4) the mix of ARR
subscribers skews toward general service class subscribers.®

B. OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL, RESIDENTIAL UTILITIES DIVISION

The Office of the Attorney General, Residential Utilities Division (OAG-RUD) concludes that Xcel’s
proposal is not in the public interest, and if the Commission were to approve it, changes should be
made to protect residential and small commercial subscribers.

OAG-RUD notes the cost of the program,® and takes the position that:

The Commission should use all reasonable means available to reduce the
impact of solar gardens on nonparticipating customers. That said,
migrating existing residential and small commercial subscribers to a much
lower compensation rate than the one that induced them to sign up for
the program, without adequate protections, would not be in the public
interest.’

OAG-RUD offers “actions that the Commission could reasonably take to reduce nonsubscriber
impacts,”® which include: (1) if a change to the bill credit is to be made, then it should only apply the
rate change to VOS to general service subscribers, and not to residential and small commercial
subscribers; (2) modifications to the ARR methodology including (a) removal of customer charges from
the ARR,® (b) reducing the demand-charge costs in the ARR,*® and (c) reducing the value of the
renewable energy credits [RECs] paid out in the enhanced ARR;*! and, (3) ensuring that residential and
small commercial customers can cancel subscriptions more easily, in the case that “the Commission
makes changes that substantially reduce bill credits”!? for those subscribers, which the OAG-RUD
characterizes as “the minimum protection that these customers deserve.”*3

C JOINT SOLAR ASSOCIATIONS

The Joint Solar Associations (JSA), a group consisting of the Coalition for Community Solar Access and
Minnesota Solar Energy Industries Association, recommends a rejection of Xcel’s proposal. The JSA
support this position through several arguments. First, the JSA argue that the governing statute does

41d. at 5-7.

5ld. at 8.

6 Office of the Attorney General, Residential Utilities Division, Comments (January 8, 2024) (eDocket No. 20241-201968-01).
71d. at 12.

8 Ibid.

% 1d. at 19-20.

10 1pid.

11d. at 20-21.

12d. at 21-23.

131d. at 22 (emphasis original).
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not mandate a shift from ARR-based bill credits to VOS-based bill credits.'* Second, the JSA argue that
prior Commission decisions met statutory obligations, and because no material change in fact has
occurred, that Xcel’s proposal “is thus an invitation for arbitrary and capricious Commission action and
the Commission should refuse it.”> Third, the JSA argue that the proposal interferes with established
contracts, and that case law prohibits Xcel from doing so unless a statute grants such authority.®
Fourth, the JSA argue that contractual stability in the market is in the public interest,'” and that Xcel’s
proposal would harm the public interest through financial harm to subscribers'® and, beyond CSG
developers specifically, to “the solar industry in Minnesota more generally.”*°

D. SOLAR EQUITY ADVOCATES

The Solar Equity Advocates (SEA), “a Minnesota-based coalition composed of Cooperative Energy
Futures, Minneapolis Climate Action, Institute for Local Self Reliance, Minnesota Interfaith Power and
Light, Vote Solar, Solar United Neighbors, Saint Paul 350, Climate Generation, Sierra Club, and
Community Power,”?° asserts that “this proposal is not in the interest of the public and would cause an
inordinate amount of harm to residential subscribers (especially LMI [low- and moderate-income]
residential subscribers), cities, counties, schools, community solar developers, the distributed generation
market in MN as a whole, and efforts to achieve Minnesota’s clean energy goals.”?! The SEA gives some
specificity to the claim, noting that the proposed bill-credit switch “would affect over 700 member-
subscribers [of Cooperative Energy Futures], about half of them low income,” who “would be paying
more for energy than they would without being part of a community solar garden.”?? The SEA also assert
that approval of this proposal would harm the “new LMI CSG program” by sowing distrust of clean
energy programs among “communities that are often taken advantage of and are rightfully skeptical of
offers to save money.”?3 SEA also notes the harm this proposal would do to “public institutions such as
counties, cities and schools,” and “all households served by these institutional subscribers.”?* SEA cites
the comments of seventeen such institutional subscribers, which “only represent the institutional
subscribers that have taken the time to write letters to the PUC opposing this proposal, which represents
a small subset of institutional subscribers that have had the time or capacity at this moment to write into
the PUC.”?°

14 Coalition for Community Solar Access and Minnesota Solar Energy Industries Association, Comments at 4-8 (January 8,
2024) (eDocket No. 20241-201991-01).

5d. at 8.

18 1d. at 10.

71d. at 17-20

18d. at 21-23

19 1d. at 24.

20 Spolar Equity Advocates, Comments at 1 (January 8, 2024) (eDocket No. 20241-201961-01).
21yd. at 3.

2 d. at 3-4.

Bd. at 4.

24 1d. at 5.

5 d. at 5-7.
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The SEA also argues that the proposal would do harm to the distributed solar market by adding to the
“risk profile” of the market:

This would mean mission-driven developers, like CEF and MCA, would have
a much more difficult time obtaining tax equity partners and lenders to
contribute to the development costs of CSGs. Tax equity financiers and
lenders rely on consistent projections of future income in order to make
loans and tax equity investments, and are much less likely to invest in
future projects in Minnesota if they do not trust the reliability of the rate
structures set in contract for a project - thereby making the development
of future CSGs less likely.2®

The SEA argue that that developmental risk impedes the ability of the state to meet “the goals set out
by the 2040 law passed in 2023.”%” The SEA also argue that the proposal would contravene the
financeability and accessibility requirements of the CSG statute, and similarly impact the “new LMI CSG
program.”?8

The SEA also argue “that $.0975 per customer per month (or less than 0.1% of the average monthly
bill) is a minimal cost and does not justify the potential harms we have already illustrated”??;
moreover, the SEA “believes that the method that Xcel Energy uses to calculate the net cost of CSGs is
fundamentally flawed and thus the projected number of $249 [million] in net costs for 2024 is deeply
misleading.”3°

Lastly, the SEA, “pursuant to Minn. R. 7829.1400 subparts 3 and 9 and Minn. R. 7829.100, [...] would
like to request that the Commission grant a more formal proceeding for this issue through a contested
case.”3! The SEA supports this recommendation with the claim that “there are material facts that are in
dispute regarding this issue including who is actually being harmed and how much harm is being done
if this proposal is approved.”3?

26 d. at 8.

27 Ibid.

2 d. at 12.
2d. at 8.

30 /d. at 10.
31/d. at 12-13.
321d. at 12.
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E. COMMENTS OF OTHER PARTIES

In addition to the hundreds of public comments regarding this matter—many of which came from
municipality- and nonprofit-subscribers—the Commission received comments from National Grid
Renewables,33 NextEra Energy Resources, LLC and United States Solar Corporation filing jointly,34 and
Clean Energy Economy MN.3°> These commenters broadly echo arguments made by others, including
representatives of the solar industry, the JSA and SEA: (1) citing the history of the Commission’s
decision to place pre-2017 CSGs under the ARR for the duration of the twenty-five year contract, and
the reasonable reliance on that order by CSG developers, operators, and subscribers;3¢ (2) asserting
that “neither the facts supporting the Commission’s adoption of the ARR in its Approval Order nor the
distribution of ARR-related costs have changed since the Approval Order”;3” (3) warning of the
regulatory uncertainty that would result from a move to the VOS, which would chill future clean energy
development and hamper efforts to meet clean energy mandates and goals;3® and (4), arguing that the
proposal conflicts with contract law3? or that the Commission lacks authority to modify the contracts
between Xcel and CSG developers.*°

Operating Engineers Local 49 and North Central States Regional Council of Carpenters also offered
comments, which are alone in offering unconditional support to Xcel’s “proposed change which would
amount to significant savings for Minnesota customers.” 4!

1l. THE REPLY OF THE DEPARTMENT

The Department has reviewed the entirety of the Comments received in response to the Notice of
Comment Period on this matter, including each of the hundreds of public comments. The Department
reiterates the positions taken in its Initial Comments.

In addition, the Department recommends against proposals to modify the bill-credit rate for general
service subscribers, recommends against a contested case hearing on this matter, and continues to
propose a method to shield non-participating LMI ratepayers from the cost of the program.

A. SUBJECTING ONLY GENERAL SERVICE SUBSCRIBERS TO THE RATE CHANGE WOULD
NONETHELESS HARM THE PUBLIC INTEREST

33 National Grid Renewables, Comments (January 8, 2024) (eDocket No. 20241-201976-01).

34 NextEra Energy Resources, LLC and United States Solar Corporation, Comments (January 8, 2024) (eDocket No. 2024-
201988-01). Hereinafter, “NextEra and US Solar.”

35 Clean Energy Economy Minnesota, Comments (January 8, 2024) (eDocket No. 20241-201964-01). Hereinafter, “CEEM.”
36 See NextEra and US Solar at 2-3; CEEM at 4.

37 NextEra and US Solar at 7.

38 See National Grid Renewables at 8; NextEra and US Solar at 2; CEEM at 3.

39 See CEEM at 2-4.

40 See NextEra and US Solar at 8-9 and National Grid Renewables at 12.

41 JUOE Local 49 and NCSRC of Carpenters, Comments (January 8, 2024) (eDocket No. 20241-201956-01)
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Fresh Energy offers modifications to Xcel’s proposal that the VOS only apply to General Service
subscribers, and that that rate include a $.01 per kWh adder, which would increase the year seven
2017 VOS rate to a rate “marginally higher than the 2018-2022 average ARR bill credit these customers
received.”*> OAG-RUD recommends that the Commission protect residential and small commercial
subscribers by exempting them from “any major changes to the applicable retail rate,” or if the rate
change would affect them, then require CSG operators to restructure subscription contracts to offer
the same net benefit as before, or else require CSG operators to release those subscribers from their
subscription contracts without penalty.*3

The Department appreciates the willingness of both of these parties to contemplate different
approaches to mitigate the impact the bill-credit change may have on residential and small commercial
subscribers to ARR-era gardens on grounds of fairness and equity. However, the Department also
asserts that general service subscribers are no less deserving of fair treatment, regardless of whether
those subscribers are “public interest subscribers” by the definition of the new LMI accessible CSG
program?* or large corporations. All customers deserve equal protection and the certainty and
predictability provided by a stable regulatory environment.

Furthermore, as the Department showed, governments, public schools, and various nonprofits—all of
whom are general service subscribers—comprise 55 percent of the subscribed capacity to ARR-era
gardens.*> Were ARR-era CSGs as a whole applicants to the new LMI accessible program, then this
subset of public interest subscribers would already meet the requirements of that program, before LMI
subscribers or affordable housing providers are counted.*® As the Department has argued,*’ the public
policy of the state has prioritized the participation of these entities in clean energy programs through
various programs in recent legislation, even aside from the non-Legacy CSG program,*® and it would be
contrary to public policy to disincent their future participation by altering past contracts for bill-credit
rates entered into in good faith. The Department is unmoved from this position and recommends
against any application of the bill-credit change to general service subscribers, however modified from
Xcel’s proposal.

The Comments of both Fresh Energy and OAG-RUD miss the broader impact to both the overall
regulatory environment and the financial health of the existing gardens. These risks cannot be
bifurcated by customer class. Even if the rate is changed only for general service customers, as these
stakeholders suggest, such a change would (1) place existing gardens at risk of foreclosure by creditors,
and (2) increase regulatory risk to the sector, thereby impacting the financeability of future CSGs and

42 Fresh Energy Comments at 10.

43 OAG-RUD Comments at 23.

4 Minn. Stat. § 216B.1641, Subd. 2 (e).

4> See Department of Commerce, Division of Energy Resources, Comments, Table 1. at 10 (January 9, 2024) (eDocket No.
20241-201996-02).

46 Minn. Stat. § 216B.1641, Subd. 7 (c)(2)(ii).

47 Department Comments at 10.

8 See Minnesota Laws 2023, Ch.60, Art. 11, Sec. 2, Subd. 12 (the solar for schools program) and Art. 11, Sec. 2, Subd. 7 (the
solar on public buildings program).
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all other energy investments subject to Commission jurisdiction. Many of these general service
customers are the anchor tenants of the CSGs to which they subscribe, meaning that if their
participation were imperiled, then the financial health of those CSGs would be imperiled—and the
residential and small commercial customers that Fresh Energy and OAG-RUD seek to protect from this
rate-change may still be impacted. Generally, regulatory uncertainty increases the cost of capital for
energy investments, which then increases rates. These attempts to limit the impact of a potential bill-
credit change to “vulnerable” residential and small commercial subscribers would thereby fail to do so.

Lastly, Fresh Energy’s proposal would add administrative burden to Xcel, which would pass that cost
along to solar gardens. Xcel states: “If the Commission requires a methodology more complicated than
our compliance proposal, the administrative expenses could be significant and could outpace the
existing administrative expenses included in the annual Participation Fee on tariff sheet 9-77. The
Company may request to increase that fee.”*? Such further financial imposition on ARR-era CSGs would
only further imperil them.

B. A CONTESTED CASE HEARING REGARDING THIS MATTER IS INAPPROPRIATE

The SEA request a contested case hearing on the grounds that “material facts [...] are in dispute
regarding this issue including who is actually being harmed and how much harm if this proposal is
approved.”>® There is no such dispute regarding material facts. The Department has provided the
Commission with a list of subscribers to ARR-era gardens, who would be actually harmed by the
approval of this proposal.°! Many of those that would be harmed, through public comments—and Xcel
through its proposal®’—have provided in detail how much harm there would be.

C THE COMMISSION COULD NONETHELESS PROTECT INCOME-QUALIFIED RATEPAYERS FROM THE
FINANCIAL IMPACT OF THE SOLAR*REWARDS COMMUNITY PROGRAM

The Department continues to recognize the ratepayer impact of the legacy CSG program and the ARR-
era subset of that program. The Department also continues to propose an option for the Commission
to shield non-subscribing income-qualified ratepayers from its impacts—even as LMI subscribers,
public interest subscribers, and all others that subscribed to ARR-era CSGs in good faith continue to
benefit the program. The new LMI accessible CSG program creates a carve-out from the FCA for non-
subscribing income-qualified ratepayers, as Xcel noted in its compliance filing for this proposal.>3 The
Commission could adopt this provision for the Legacy CSG program as well, without the attendant
consequences Xcel’s proposal would, as shown above, create.

49 Xcel Compliance Filing, at 5-6 (September 25, 2023) (eDocket No. 20149-103417-02).

50 SEA Comments at 12-13, supra note 31.

51 Department of Commerce, Division of Energy Resources, Comments, Attachment A (January 9, 2024) (eDocket No.
20241-201996-01).

52 Xcel Compliance Filing, Table 3, at 4.

3 d. at 8.
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V. CONCLUSION

For the reasons shown above, the Department continues to recommend against approval of Xcel’s
proposal to alter the bill-credit rate of ARR-era CSGs. Furthermore, the Department recommends
against altering the bill-credit rate of only general service subscribers to ARR-era CSGs. The
Department does not find a reasonable basis to resolve this matter through a contested case hearing.
And finally, the Department continues to recommend that non-participating LMI ratepayers be
exempted from the costs attributable to the Solar*Rewards Community program in the FCA rider. The
Department appreciates the input of all those that submitted comments for consideration.
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Hubbard

jan.hubbard@comcast.net

7730 Mississippi Lane

Brooklyn Park,
MN
55444

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Reuben

Hunter

bhunter@madisonei.com

Madison Energy
Investments

8100 Boone Blvd
Suite 430
Vienna,

VA
22182

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

John S.

Jaffray

jjaffray@jjrpower.com

JJIR Power

350 Highway 7 Suite 236

Excelsior,
MN
55331

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Julie

Jorgensen

juliejorgensen62@gmail.co
m

Greenmark Solar

4630 Quebec Ave N

New Hope,
MN
55428-4973

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Cliff

Kaehler

cliff. kaehler@novelenergy.
biz

Novel Energy Solutions
LLC

4710 Blaylock Way

Inver Grove Heights,
MN
55076

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Ralph

Kaehler

Ralph.Kaehler@gmail.com

13700 Co. Rd. 9

Eyota,
MN
55934

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Michael

Kampmeyer

mkampmeyer@a-e-
group.com

AEG Group, LLC

260 Salem Church Road

Sunfish Lake,
MN
55118

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

William D

Kenworthy

will@votesolar.org

Vote Solar

332 S Michigan Ave FL 9

Chicago,
IL
60604

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official




First Name

Last Name

Email

Company Name

Address

Delivery Method

View Trade Secret

Service List Name

Bobby

King

bking@solarunitedneighors
.org

Solar United Neighbors

3140 43rd Ave S

Minneapolis,
MN
55406

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Brad

Klein

bklein@elpc.org

Environmental Law &
Policy Center

35 E. Wacker Drive, Suite
1600
Suite 1600
Chicago,
IL
60601

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Aaron

Knoll

aknoll@greeneespel.com

Greene Espel PLLP

222 South Ninth Street
Suite 2200
Minneapolis,

MN
55402

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Michael

Krause

michaelkrause61@yahoo.c
om

Kandiyo Consulting, LLC

433 S 7th Street
Suite 2025
Minneapolis,
MN
55415

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Dean

Leischow

dean@sunrisenrg.com

Sunrise Energy Ventures

315 Manitoba Ave Ste 200

Wayzata,
MN
55391

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Annie

Levenson Falk

annielf@cubminnesota.org

Citizens Utility Board of
Minnesota

332 Minnesota Street,
Suite W1360

St. Paul,
MN
55101

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Alice

Madden

alice@communitypowermn.
org

Community Power

2720 E 22nd St

Minneapolis,
MN
55406

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Pam

Marshall

pam@energycents.org

Energy CENTS Coalition

823 E 7th St

St Paul,
MN
55106

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Gregg

Mast

gmast@cleanenergyecono
mymn.org

Clean Energy Economy
Minnesota

4808 10th Avenue S

Minneapolis,
MN
55417

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official




First Name Last Name Email Company Name Address Delivery Method View Trade Secret Service List Name
Jason Maur jason.maur@renesolapowe | Renesola Power Holdings, 850 Canal Street Electronic Service No OFF_SL_13-867_Official
r.com LLC 3rd Floor
Stamford,
CT
06902
Matthew Melewski matthew@nokomisenergy. [Nokomis Energy LLC & Ole | 2639 Nicollet Ave Ste 200 |Electronic Service No OFF_SL_13-867_Official
com Solar LLC
Minneapolis,
MN
55408
Thomas Melone Thomas.Melone@AllcoUS. [Minnesota Go Solar LLC 222 South 9th Street Electronic Service No OFF_SL_13-867_Official
com Suite 1600
Minneapolis,
MN
55120
Michael Menzel mike.m@sagiliti.com Sagiliti 23505 Smithtown Rd. Electronic Service No OFF_SL_13-867_Official
Suite 280
Excelsior,
MN
55331
Brian Millberg fwengineering@comecast.n 695 Grand AVe Electronic Service No OFF_SL_13-867_Official
et #222
Saint Paul,
MN
55105
Marc Miller mmiller@soltage.com Soltage, LLC 66 York Street, 5th Floor Electronic Service No OFF_SL_13-867_Official
Jersey City,
NJ
07302
Marcus Mills Marcus@communitypower |Community Power 2720 E 22nd St Electronic Service No OFF_SL_13-867_Official
mn.org
Minneapolis,
MN
55406
Andrew Moratzka andrew.moratzka@stoel.co | Stoel Rives LLP 33 South Sixth St Ste 4200 |Electronic Service No OFF_SL_13-867_Official
m
Minneapolis,
MN
55402
Pouya Najmaie pouya@cooperativeenergyf | Cooperative Energy 3416 16th Ave S Electronic Service No OFF_SL_13-867_Official
utures.com Futures
Minneapolis,
MN
55407
Darin Nelson dnelson@minnetonkamn.g |City of Minnetonka 14600 Minnetonka Blvd Electronic Service No OFF_SL_13-867_Official

ov

Minnetonka,
MN
55345




First Name

Last Name

Email
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Address

Delivery Method

View Trade Secret

Service List Name

Rolf

Nordstrom

rnordstrom@gpisd.net

Great Plains Institute

2801 21ST AVE S STE 220

Minneapolis,
MN
55407-1229

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Logan

O'Grady

logrady@mnseia.org

Minnesota Solar Energy
Industries Association

2288 University Ave W

St. Paul,
MN
55114

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Patty

O'Keefe

patty.okeefe@sierraclub.or
g

2525 Emerson Ave S Apt 2

Minneapolis,
MN
55405

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Jeff

O'Neill

jeff.oneill@ci.monticello.mn
.us

City of Monticello

505 Walnut Street
Suite 1
Monticelllo,
MN
55362

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Carol A.

Overland

overland@Ilegalectric.org

Legalectric - Overland Law
Office

1110 West Avenue

Red Wing,
MN
55066

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Eric

Pasi

ericp@ips-solar.com

IPS Solar

2670 Patton Rd

Roseville,
MN
55113

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Dan

Patry

dpatry@sunedison.com

SunEdison

600 Clipper Drive

Belmont,
CA
94002

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Jeffrey C

Paulson

jeff.jcplaw@comcast.net

Paulson Law Office, Ltd.

4445 W 77th Street
Suite 224
Edina,

MN
55435

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Morgan

Pitz

morgan.pitz@us-solar.com

US Solar

100 N 6th St
#410B
Minneapolis,
MN
55403

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Kristel

Porter

kristel@mnrenewablenow.o
9

MN Renewable Now

N/A

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official
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Address

Delivery Method

View Trade Secret

Service List Name

Paula

Prahl

paula.prahl@dominiuminc.
com

Dominium

2905 Northwest Blvd
Ste 150
Plymouth,

MN
55441

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Bridget

Rathsack

bridget.rathsack@burnsvill
emn.gov

City of Burnsville, MN

100 Civic Center Parkway

Burnsville,
MN
55337

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Generic Notice

Residential Utilities Division

residential.utilities@ag.stat
e.mn.us

Office of the Attorney
General-RUD

1400 BRM Tower
445 Minnesota St
St. Paul,
MN
551012131

Electronic Service

Yes

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Micah

Revell

micah.revell@stinson.com

Stinson LLP

50 South Sixth St Ste 2600

Minneapolis,
MN
55402

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Isabel

Ricker

ricker@fresh-energy.org

Fresh Energy

408 Saint Peter Street
Suite 220
Saint Paul,
MN
55102

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Jonathan

Roberts

jroberts@soltage.com

Soltage

66 York St
5th Floor
Jersey City,
NJ
07302

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Delaney

Russell

delaney@mnipl.org

Just Solar Coalition

4407 E Lake Street

Minneapolis,
MN
55407

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Kyle

Samejima

kyle@mplsclimate.org

Minneapolis Climate Action

N/A

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

lan

SantosMeeker

ians@ips-solar.com

IPS Solar

N/A

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Christine

Schwartz

Regulatory.records@xcele
nergy.com

Xcel Energy

414 Nicollet Mall FL 7

Minneapolis,
MN
554011993

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Will

Seuffert

Will.Seuffert@state.mn.us

Public Utilities Commission

121 7th PI E Ste 350

Saint Paul,
MN
55101

Electronic Service

Yes

OFF_SL_13-867_Official
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Last Name

Email
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Address

Delivery Method

View Trade Secret

Service List Name

David

Shaffer

david.shaffer@novelenergy
.biz

Novel Energy Solutions

2303 Wycliff St Ste 300

St. Paul,
MN
55114

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Christopher L.

Sherman

csherman@sherman-
associates.com

Solar Holdings LLC

233 Park Ave S Ste 201

Minneapolis,
MN
55415

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Doug

Shoemaker

dougs@charter.net

Minnesota Renewable
Energy

2928 5th Ave S

Minneapolis,
MN
55408

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Karl

Sonneman

karl17@hbci.com

Law Office of Karl W.
Sonneman

111 Riverfront
Suite 202
Winona,
MN
55987

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Russ

Stark

Russ.Stark@ci.stpaul.mn.u
s

City of St. Paul

Mayor's Office

15 W. Kellogg Blvd., S
390

Saint Paul,

MN

55102

Electronic Service
ite

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Ally

Sutherland

asutherland@ighmn.gov

City of Inver Grove Heights

8150 Barbara Avenue

Inver Grove Heights,
MN
55077

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Eric

Swanson

eswanson@winthrop.com

Winthrop & Weinstine

225 S 6th St Ste 3500
Capella Tower
Minneapolis,
MN
554024629

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Whitney

Terrill

whitney@mnipl.org

Minnesota Interfaith Power
& Light

N/A

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Anna

Tobin

atobin@greeneespel.com

Greene Espel PLLP

222 South Ninth Street
Suite 2200
Minneapolis,

MN
55402

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Zack

Townsend

zachary.townsend@brookfi
eldrenewable.com

Brookfield Renewable

200 Liberty St FL 14

New York,
NY
10281

Electronic Service

No

OFF_SL_13-867_Official




First Name Last Name Email Company Name Address Delivery Method View Trade Secret Service List Name
Pat Treseler pat.jcplaw@comcast.net Paulson Law Office LTD 4445 W 77th Street Electronic Service No OFF_SL_13-867_Official
Suite 224
Edina,
MN
55435
John Vaughn Nik@rreal.org Rural Renewable Energy |3963 8th Street SW Electronic Service No OFF_SL_13-867_Official
Alliance
Backus,
MN
55435
Kevin Walker KWalker@beaconinterfaith. | Beacon Interfaith Housing |N/A Electronic Service No OFF_SL_13-867_Official
org Collaborative
Jenna Warmuth jwarmuth@mnpower.com |Minnesota Power 30 W Superior St Electronic Service No OFF_SL_13-867_Official
Duluth,
MN
55802-2093
Jessica Welk jwelk@sherman- Sherman Associates 233 Park Avenue South Electronic Service No OFF_SL_13-867_Official
associates.com Suite 201
Minneapolis,
MN
55415
Curtis P Zaun curtis@cpzlaw.com Attorney At Law 3254 Rice Street Electronic Service No OFF_SL_13-867_Official

Little Canada,
MN
55126
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