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May 1, 2009 PUBLIC DOCUMENT

Burl W. Haar

Executive Secretary

Minnesota Public Utilities Commission
350 Metro Square Building

121 7th Place East

St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-2147

RE: PUBLIC Comments of the Minnesota Office of Energy Security
Docket No. G002/M-08-1315

Dear Dr. Haar:

Attached are the PUBLIC Comments of the Minnesota Office of Energy Security (OES) in the
following matter:

Petition for Approval of Changes in Contract Demand Entitlements of Northern States
Power Company (“Xcel” or the “Company”).

The petition was originally filed on October 31, 2008. An amendment to the petition was filed
on December 30, 2008. The petitioner on behalf of Xcel is:

Allen D. Krug

Director, Regulatory Administration
Xcel Energy Services Inc.

414 Nicollet Mall--7th Floor
Minneapolis, MN 55401

The OES recommends that the Commission withhold approval of Xcel’s petition for approval
of demand entitlement changes as amended until the Company provides in reply comments
additional information requested by the OES.

The OES is available to answer any questions the Commission may have.

Sincerely,

/sl MARLON GRIFFING
Financial Analyst
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I SUMMARY OF XCEL ENERGY'S REQUEST

Pursuant to Minnesota Rules 7825.2910, subpart 2, and 7825.3100, subpart 9 and 7825.3200,
Xcel Energy (Xcel or the Company) filed a demand entitlement petition (Petition) on October
31, 2008. On December 30, 2008, Xcel filed an amendment to its petition, updating information
regarding the Fargo lateral project (“Project”).

In its Petition, Xcel requests approval from the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission
(Commission) to implement its proposed 2008-2009 Natural Gas Heating Season Supply Plan
effective November 1, 2008. In the amended Petition the Company requests that adjustments in
firm contract demand entitlements provisionally included in the Company’s purchased gas
adjustment (“PGA”) be effective January 1, 2009. After incorporating the adjustments included
in the amendment Xcel requests changes in its firm pipeline demand entitlement levels! as
follows:

increase its total Design-Day requirement by 1,288 dekatherms (Dth);

increase the resources to meet the Design-Day requirement;

increase its reserve margin by 10,786 Dth;

change the Jurisdictional Allocations between Minnesota and North Dakota to reflect
usage patterns; and

e change its Supply Reservation fees.

I The entitlement levels discussed in Xcel Energy’s system filing are the combined entitlements for Xcel Energy’s
Minnesota and North Dakota jurisdictions. Minnesota’s portion of the entitlements is the total combined
entitlements times the Minnesota allocation factor discussed below. The OES has included OES Attachment 1,
which shows the effect of the demand entitlement changes in the Minnesota jurisdiction.
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Xcel also requests approval to recover certain Producer Demand and Storage costs in the
Company’s monthly PGA, effective with the November 1, 2008 billings. The proposal is a
carryover of a plan first presented in the Company’s 2007-2008 demand-entitlement filing,
Docket No. G002/M-07-1395 (2007-2008 Demand Entitlement). The proposal reflects Xcel’s
assessment of which demand-entitlement costs associated with transportation capacity and third-
party supply reservation levels should be assigned to interruptible customers.

II. OES ANALYSIS OF XCEL'S REQUEST

The Minnesota Office of Energy Security’s (OES) analysis of the Company’s request includes a
description and an evaluation of the Company’s demand-entitlement petition and the
amendment. The OES separately discusses each part of the Company’s request.

A. XCEL’S PROPOSED DESIGN DAY LEVELS
1. Xcel’s Realignment of Customer Base

Xcel notes that it moved customers from several Design-Day demand areas to other demand
areas between the 2007-2008 and 2008-2009 heating seasons. The Company states the
movements were carried out to align demand better with the deliverable capacity used to serve
each demand area in its natural gas service territory. Xcel says that the new alignment should
produce better peak-day forecasts because demand and deliverable capacity are better matched
than under the former scheme that was based on customers’ location by county.

The OES observes that this shifting of customers among demand areas is a different kind of
change than the revision of demand-area regions that Xcel carried out in 2005. The customer
shifts are not a reason to abandon the demand areas as the basis of regression analysis, as
discussed further in the next section of these comments.

2. Xcel Forecast Methods

The Company employed two methodologies to arrive at its estimate of its Design Day
requirement. One is the Actual Peak Use per Customer Design Day (UPC DD), while the other
is the Average Monthly Design Day (Avg. Monthly DD).

The UPC DD method employs a use-per-customer number of 1.57393 Dth on the Design Day, a
value that the Company derived from usage data on Thursday, January 29, 2004, the coldest day
in recent years. The OES notes that this usage value has been employed by the Company in
demand entitlement dockets subsequent to 2004. The 1.57393 value is multiplied by estimates of
total customers to arrive at the expected Design-Day demand. Thus, shifting customers among
demand areas does not affect the aggregate forecasts produced by the UPC DD method because
the total does not change.
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The Avg. Monthly DD method is a statistical method that uses linear regression to estimate
Design-Day demand. Because Xcel has performed regression analyses on each demand area for
both residential and commercial customers, the coefficients used to estimate use per customer
vary from region to region. Consequently, the shifting of the customers among the demand areas
does affect the aggregate forecasts produced by the Avg. Monthly DD method. This issue is
discussed in connection with the projected Minnesota Design-Day requirement in the next
section.

Xcel Energy notes that it revised its demand-area regions, which are the basis of the regression
input data, in 2005. The Company, therefore, has only 34 months of data available as inputs.
The Company acknowledges this number of data points is less than the 60 months it would
prefer to use in its statistical analysis, but notes that the regression’s R-squared values, a measure
of how well a particular regression “explains” the outcome of a regression, are above 95 percent
for the most part.

Of the seven cases in the Xcel system where the R-squared values drop below the 95-percent
threshold, one is for the residential class of customers and six are for the commercial class of
customers. The customer counts in most of these area customer groups are small, which means
outliers in the populations can have large impacts on the regression analyses and their
explanatory value. Thus, it is not surprising that a few customer groups in a few areas have
lower R-squared values. However, the lowest value for R-Squared is 84.29 percent, which still
suggests that the Avg. Monthly DD method produces an acceptable forecast, provided that other
aspects of the regression analysis are acceptable. The OES’s review of Xcels’s forecast method
indicates that the analysis is acceptable.

The OES recommends that the Company continue to use the two methods to develop its Design-
Day estimate. The OES also expects that Xcel Energy will continue to increase the number of
data points in the Avg. Monthly DD method as they become available (the 34 data points in the
instant docket are an increase from the 25 data points included in the 2007-2008 Demand
Entitlement). Thus, this method is expected to improve in statistical reliability in coming
demand entitlement filings as the data point numbers grow. In the meantime, the UPC DD
provides a reasonable check on the results.

3. Xcel’s Forecasts

Xcel projects that its system (Minnesota and North Dakota) Design-Day requirement will
decrease by 3,285 Dth to 766,782 Dth in the 2008-2009 heating season. On the other hand, the
Company’s forecast of its Minnesota Design-Day requirement increases by 1,288 Dth to 685,005
Dth. The OES notes that the effect of Xcel’s proposal to increase the Minnesota jurisdiction’s
Design-Day requirement by 1,288 Dth while the Xcel system’s Design-Day requirement is
decreasing by 3,285 Dth is to shift Design-Day responsibility from North Dakota to Minnesota.
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Xcel’s customer forecast shows the number of Minnesota customers decreasing by 2,651, from
431,503 in the 2007-2008 forecast to 428,852 in the 2008-2009 forecast, a decrease of 0.6
percent. The Company states that the projected customer decrease may seem to be inconsistent
with the projected increase in the Minnesota Design-Day requirement. However, Xcel’s position
appears to be that shifts in customers among demand areas (since use per customer from one
demand area to the next is not identical) have caused the total predicted usage for customers to
increase sufficiently to offset the decline in total customers. Therefore, according to the
Company, the projected 1,288 Dth increase in the Minnesota Design-Day requirement can be
reconciled with the customer decrease that the comparison of the 2007-2008 and 2008-2009
forecasts shows.

Xcel states that the 2008-2009 forecasted count of 428,852 customers for Minnesota is an
increase over the actual customer count for 2007-2008. However, Xcel does not provide the
actual customer count for 2007-2008, so there is no way to confirm the Company’s assertion.

Xcel’s filing shows that the North Dakota customer count is forecasted to increase 0.8 percent to
45,875 in 2008-2009, up from 44,589 in 2007-2008. On the other, the forecasted usage for
North Dakota for 2008-2009 is 81,777 Dth, 5.3 percent less than the 86,350 predicted for 2007-
2008. Again, Xcel’s position appears to be that realignment of customers within demand areas
accounts for the customer number moving in the opposite direction of the usage number.

According to the petition, the consumption allocator for Minnesota for 2008-2009 is 89.34
percent, up from 88.79 percent the year before. This movement is consistent with the increase in
usage forecasted for Minnesota and the decline in usage forecasted for North Dakota in the Xcel
system.

The OES recommends withholding approval of the customer and usage forecasts for Xcel’s
system and for Minnesota. Although the OES certainly supports reasonable improvements in
forecasting models, Xcel has not provided sufficient support explanation for the changes implicit
in this filing. Thus, the OES requests that Xcel clarify how the realignment of customers among
demand areas led to usage forecasts in Minnesota and North Dakota moving in the opposite
direction of the respective customer forecasts. The OES also requests that Xcel state what its
actual Minnesota customer count was for 2007-2008 and elaborate as to why it believes the
actual number fell short of the forecasted number.

B. CHANGES IN XCEL ENERGY’S DESIGN-DAY RESOURCES

Xcel Energy’s filing reflects changes in the resources used to meet its Design Day customer
requirements.
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1. Northern Natural Gas Company Entitlements

The majority of Xcel’s firm pipeline transportation contracts are with Northern Natural Gas
(Northern). Most of these contracts were put in place in 2007 and run through 2017. The mix of
base and variable contracts Xcel negotiated at that time fit the Company’s needs. The Company
has not proposed altering these entitlements, a position the OES concludes is reasonable,
provided that Xcel can confirm in its reply comments that the mix of these contracts still
efficiently meets its customers’ demands in its jurisdictions given its forecasts and allocations.

2. Viking Gas Entitlements

In the initial petition, Xcel planned to increase its contracts with Viking Gas Transmission
Company (Viking) by a net of 15,209 Dth, even though it was turning back 22,159 Dth of
backhaul capacity. The Company entered into a precedent agreement with Viking to acquire
37,668 Dth of additional firm transportation. The increase called for Viking to replace nine
miles of 8-inch pipe with 12-inch pipe on the Fargo lateral that serves Dilworth, Minnesota, and
Moorhead, Minnesota, as well as Fargo, North Dakota. According to the Company, adverse
weather and regulatory filing requirements at the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC) prevented completion of the lateral project in time for the 2008-2009 heating season.2
Xcel had expected the increased capacity to be in service on January 1, 2009. In the amended
petition, the Company has removed the incremental Viking entitlement from the calculation of
the PGA factor effective as of that date. Under the Company’s proposal, Fargo lateral project
capacity costs already recovered in November and December 2008 will be returned to customers
through the annual true-up filing to be submitted September 1, 2009.

Xcel asserts that the delay in the Fargo lateral project will not affect reliability in the
Moorhead/Fargo area that it is intended to serve. The capacity increase was secured primarily to
provide for future growth. Nevertheless, the Company did acquire an additional 820 Dth of
capacity through a capacity release arrangement and another 850 Dth of peaking supply from
another source to serve the area, both of which are factored into the amended PGA calculations.
Xcel also arranged for Viking to lower its minimum pressure at the Fargo town border station to
allow greater volumes to be delivered down the Fargo lateral in emergency conditions. Xcel
monitored the system load on December 15, 2008, when the temperature was an average of
minus 14 degrees in the area, and concluded that the load projections were sufficient for a minus
33-degrees day.

The absence of the Fargo lateral also caused Xcel to modify its upstream capacity and capacity
release plans. The Company incorporates the changes in its amended attachments. The net
effect on demand costs for the Minnesota jurisdiction in the amended petition is [TRADE
SECRET DATA HAS BEEN EXCISED]

2 Viking has represented to Xcel that the project will be completed in time for the 2009-2010 heating season.



Analyst: Marlon Griffing PUBLIC DOCUMENT
Docket No. G002/M-08-1315
Page 6

The OES concludes that the actions that Xcel has taken in its amended petition with regard to the
reliability of its system are appropriate? for the most part because the Company ceased charging
customers for a project that does not exist and plans to return the November and December 2008
overcharges to customers. It is not clear if Xcel’s proposal to refund the overcharges to
customers includes interest. If it does not, the OES recommends that the Commission require
Xcel to include interest beginning with November 2008 through the refund period. The
modifications in its PGA to reflect the delay in the expansion of the Fargo lateral capacity also
are suitable. The OES concludes that the changes in the Viking entitlements are reasonable.

C. CHANGE IN XCEL ENERGY'’S RESERVE MARGIN

Xcel Energy has increased its projected Design Day reserve margin in Minnesota from 5.53
percent in 2007-2008 to 6.90 percent in the amended filing for 2008-2009 (down from 7.2
percent in the initial filing). See OES Attachment 1. Xcel Energy states that it bases its reserve
margin on the firm resources necessary to meet projected firm customer demand plus the
capability of either the largest pump at its Wescott facility used to vaporize LNG or at its St. Paul
metro propane-air peak-shaving plant. The capacity decision reflects Xcel Energy’s assessment
of the most economical method of adding capacity to meet demand beyond the forecasted Design
Day demand. The reserve margin balances ensuring reliability of supply on days of extreme cold
weather with the likelihood of experiencing Design Day conditions.

The OES concludes that the Company’s proposed total design-day entitlement level meets the
needs of its projected number of firm customers. Reserve margins in the 5-7 percent range are
typical. Therefore, the OES concludes that Xcel Energy’s increase in the reserve margin is
reasonable.

D. CHANGES IN XCEL ENERGY’S JURISDICTIONAL ALLOCATIONS
1. Increase in Minnesota Jurisdiction Allocation Factor

The previously noted increase in forecasted Minnesota usage and forecasted decrease in North
Dakota usage is reflected in the new Minnesota Jurisdictional Allocation Factor. The factor is
calculated by dividing the Design Day forecasted demand for Minnesota (721,506 Dth) by the
same demand for the Company’s system (819,598 Dth). The increase in the Minnesota demand
forecast means that Minnesota’s share of the forecasted demand entitlement increases. The Avg.
Monthly DD results are used to update the allocation factor, which rose from 88.79 percent to
89.34 percent.

3 Xcel confirmed in an informal conversation that it did have to employ reduced pressure at the Fargo town border
station on occasion during the 2008-2009 winter, but that measure was sufficient to ensure delivery of gas to all
customers.
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2. Decrease in Minnesota Grand Forks Area Jurisdiction Allocation Factor

The allocation factor for East Grand Forks, Minnesota, for Design Day demand in the Grand
Forks Area Jurisdiction decreased from 14.80 percent to 14.37 percent. The decrease is a result
of the Design Day forecasted demand for East Grand Forks declining relatively more than the
decline in Design Day forecasted demand for the rest of the territory served by the Grand Forks
area transmission-looping project.

3. Decrease in Minnesota Fargo Area Jurisdiction Allocation Factor

The Design Day allocation factor for Moorhead/Dilworth, Minnesota dropped from 21.75
percent to 21.58 percent for Design Day demand on the Fargo-Moorhead area looping project.
The decrease is a result of the Design Day forecasted demand for Dilworth/Moorhead decreasing
relatively more than the decrease in Design Day forecasted demand for the rest of the territory
served by the transmission-looping project.

As indicated above, the OES has requested that Xcel explain its forecast further in reply
comments. The OES will review Xcel’s response and provide its recommendation subsequently.

E. CHANGES IN XCEL ENERGY’S SUPPLIER RESERVATION FEES

Xcel Energy notes that its Supplier Reservation fees have changed. [TRADE SECRET DATA
HAS BEEN EXCISED] The new expense level reflects updated prices of the reservations. The
OES requests that Xcel provide information in reply comments regarding the cost of the
alternative service.

F.  XCEL ENERGY’S PGA COST RECOVERY PROPOSAL

Xcel Energy proposes to reflect the costs associated with the revised demand entitlements in the
amended petition in the PGA effective with January 1, 2009 billing cycles, given the need to
adjust for the delay in the Fargo lateral project. The OES concludes that this effective date is
reasonable.

G. XCEL ENERGY’S PROPOSAL TO ASSIGN DEMAND COSTS TO INTERRUPTIBLE
CUSTOMERS

Xcel Energy states that interruptible sales customers are receiving the benefits of storage and
balancing services on non-Design Days. Thus, a portion of these costs could justifiably be
recovered from these customers. The Company, therefore, developed a proposal to make such
an assignment of costs on a prospective basis and presented it in Comments in the Company’s
2007-2008 Demand Entitlement filing. Commission action in that docket is pending.
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The rationale for the proposal is that interruptible sales customers receive benefits from
underground storage facilities and the services associated with pipeline balancing costs. The
Company continues to support the proposal set forth in its 2007-2008 Contract Demand
Entitlements filing. The OES notes that approximately 15.5 percent of storage capacity costs and
21.9 percent of pipeline balancing charges are allocated to interruptible sales customers in 2008-
2009 under the plan. The proposed effective date of November 1, 2008 is unaffected by the
amended petition.

The OES concluded in Comments dated October 7, 2008 that Xcel’s proposal represents a
systematic approach to determining when interruptible customers benefit from the services
associated with demand costs. Therefore, the OES concluded that the proposal is reasonable.
The OES position on the matter is unchanged in the current docket.

III. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The OES recognizes that Xcel Energy’s Design-Day demand levels and the demand entitlement
resources that support that demand level change periodically. The revisions reflect changes in
usage patterns, contract prices, and so forth. The OES believes that the realignment of customers
within demand areas is an attempt to improve the Company’s usage forecasts. However, the
OES requests that Xcel provide more detail as to how the realignment affected this year’s
forecasts and allocations. Therefore, the OES requests that Xcel provide further information, in
reply comments, regarding how the realignment of customers among demand areas led to usage
forecasts in Minnesota and North Dakota moving in the opposite direction of the respective
customer forecasts. The OES also requests that Xcel state what its actual customer count was for
2007-2008 and elaborate on why it believes the actual number fell short of the forecasted
number. Further, the OES requests that Xcel provide information in reply comments regarding
the cost of supplier reservation fees.

Thus, the OES recommends that the Commission withhold approval of Xcel’s petition for

approval of its demand entitlement changes as amended until the requested information is
supplied.

/sm



Docket No. GOO2/M-08-1313

QES Attachment 1

Aunoag AZ1sug Jo 331 BIOSHUILY

1 WSWIENY §HO

POy qd DdN Y2 SI0II0T 4
Su1punod o} anp SIUNLYIBRY [90) WOLT JaYIp ABUT SIaquunu OG-,
ELPE] £ T 669¢°T 06L0°0 %o6¥ € aferoAy
LE99°1 78600 €05 9LY 200T-100T
1058E°1 LT¢9°1 LCESTT 0L80°0 %ETTT 788°LS CREPES £00Z-2002
PLOET L1091 €eos'T 2660°0 %EQ'S £98°9¢ 052195 $0O0Z-£00T
CLOE'T LTFOT LOBS'T 028070 BET P (9£8°€7) PLE'LES S00T-+00T
PSLTT LOFO'T £16s’ ] For0° 0 %500 o3¢ 099°LE€ 900Z-500T
0pe"T S0+9°1 69651 9gr0’0 %T8'S £0g1E £96°89¢ LOOT-900E
8LEE'T 291 SPRCT 9.80°0 BLE'T 116'91 ¥L]'SS 800T-L0O0T
FLOF'1 SLOL'T £L6C'T £0TT1°0 %E9°'T 186°¢T CTP' 109 600T-8002
(IAI1) B_mo)snyy {I}/(L) Jamoysn))y (D Hp) 1pwoisn) M) - (L)1 fB9X SNOlAald  IE9 ) STOlAdL]  (UN() INOpuag UOSERS
1ad puag deq-yead Jad yewannny Jad Aeq uSisaq Jamoysayy Jad ssaoxy woly s8ueyDd ¢ woyy dfueyd  Aec-yead uuig Bupesy
74 1] (61) (s1) 1) €D 4} (an
INOPUIG AR(I-H{EdJ WY
%I %861 %87 %9¢'1 aBeIRAY
LYE'OF9 ELP POT T68 #8E 20021002
%99°¢ %0£°0 8Z6'1 CLT'THY %9¢°0 £8¢'¢ 958°L09 %$8°T £16'01 L0B'S6E €00C-200T
%099 %o1°0 0¥0°1 CIEEHY GIL O (83C°1) 801 €09 %LP 1 978°c ££9° 10¥ +00T-£002
%T6'E B¥6'Y coR'TE 0T1°6L9 %CoL L81°0F SC9°619 %EE'T €66 986 0T SOOC-+00T
%1€ %SH'T 69591 689°T69 %9T'¢ 161°12 9¥8'0L9 %8S°T 8501 0LS 1ZY 900T-500T
%EL'T %99°0 805° 1 157969 %E0°T 1889 €EL'LLO %LID SP8T SIF ¥Iv LO0Z-900T
%Ee°¢ %E9°¢ 6vT'ST 905174 %880 186°S LTL'E80 %197 880°L €0S°1£F +x8002-L00T
%069 %61 C8LOT 162'T¢8L %610 88T'1 €00°589 %19°0- (rsom ey TE8'3TP *x6007-800C
EF-(O] mBrep 1Bag snolaald  Jgej) snoladid  (yi) Anoede) 1ea L SNOIAdIg JB3 X SnoiAREg na) 183}, SNOIARI] IBax snolalg SI9WIOISN) Uoseag
IAIISHY JO 9 wolq 3fuey) % woxy afuey)y  Aeq-udisa oy wior afuey) o woy Isuer)  Aec uSisa(q woi aduey) ¥ woly aduey) Jo Jagquinp Junesyy
(on {6} (® (L) ©) © &) (£) (2 88

UISIBJA] 9AMISY

TuIARNS YB3 SN|J JUSTOPIY [EJ0],

jumswRImbay AB-uBIS(Y

SI9WN0ISAT) ULILY JO Jaqmunn

A312uy (POY B/q/p Auedmo)) Jamog $9)E3E UISTIAGN

%UONDIPSLING BIOSIVUIA[--SISA[EUY JNRURIUG PUBHDQ
STET-80-TA/Z00D "ON 193301



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Jan Mottaz, hereby certify that | have this day served copies of the following document on the
attached list of persons by electronic filing, e-mail, or by depositing a true and correct copy
thereof properly enveloped with postage paid in the United States Mail at St. Paul, Minnesota.

Minnesota Office of Energy Security Comments

Docket No. G002/M-08-1315

Dated this 1% day of May, 2009.

/sljan mottaz



G002/M-08-1315

Burl W Haar Exec Sec

MN Public Utilities Commission
350 Metro Square Bldg

121 7th Place E

St Paul MN 55101

Docketing

MN Dept of Commerce
85 7" Place E Ste 500

St Paul MN 55101-2198

Julia Anderson

Attorney General’s Office
1400 Bremer Tower

445 Minnesota St

St Paul MN 55101-2131

John Lindell

Attorney General’s Office-RUD
900 Bremer Tower

445 Minnesota St

St Paul MN 55101

James P Johnson
Assistant General Counsel
Xcel Energy Services Inc
414 Nicollet Mall 5" FI
Minneapolis MN 55401

SaGonna Thompson
Records Specialist

Xcel Energy

414 Nicollet Mall 7" FI
Minneapolis MN 55401

Kathleen D Sheehy
Administrative Law Judge

Office of Administrative Hearings
PO Box 64620

St Paul MN 55164-0620

John Moir

City of Minneapolis

City Hall Rm 301 M

350 S 5" St

Minneapolis MN 55415-1376

Chris Duffrin

Energy CENTS Coalition
823 E 7" St

St Paul MN 55106

Roger Boehner
6511 Humbolt Ave N #210
Brooklyn Center MN 55430

Jeffrey A Daugherty

Director Regulatory Services
CenterPoint Energy Minnegasco

PO Box 59038 800 LaSalle Ave FI 11
Minneapolis MN 55459-0038

Lloyd W Grooms

Winthrop & Weinstine

225 S 6™ St Ste 3500
Minneapolis MN 55402-4629

Todd J Guerrero

Lindquist & Vennum PLLP
4200 IDS Center
Minneapolis MN 55402

Richard J Johnson

Moss & Barnett

4800 Wells Fargo Center

90'S 7" St

Minneapolis MN 55402-4129

Robert S Lee

Mackall Crounse & Moore Law Offices
1400 AT&T Tower

901 Marquette Ave

Minneapolis MN 55402-2859

Joseph V Plumbo
Business Manager
Local Union 23 IBEW
932 Payne Avenue

St Paul MN 55130

Richard J Savelkoul Esq

Felhaber Larson Fenlon & Vogt PA
444 Cedar St Ste 2100

St Paul MN 55101-2136

Lon Stanton

ENRON - Northern Natural Gas
1600 W 82" St Ste 210
Minneapolis MN 55431

James R Talcott

Northern Natural Gas Company
1111 S 103" St

Omaha NE 68124

Sandra L Hofstetter
1140 Mary Hill Cir
Hartland W1 53029-8009

Mike Krikava

Briggs & Morgan

2200 IDS Center

80S 8" st

Minneapolis MN 55402

David W Niles

Avant Energy Services
200 S 6™ St Ste 300
Minneapolis MN 55402

Mike Sarafolean

Gerdau AmeriSteel US Inc

4221 W Boy Scout Blvd, Ste 600
Tampa FL 33607

Kenneth Smith

District Energy St Paul Inc
76 West Kellogg Blvd

St Paul MN 55102-1611

James M Strommen Esq
Kennedy & Graven

470 US Bank Plz

200 S 6™ St
Minneapolis MN 55402

Lisa Veith

City of St Paul

400 City Hall

15 W Kellogg Blvd

St Paul MN 55102-1616



Megan Hertzler

Asst General Counsel

Xcel Energy

414 Nicollet Mall 5" F
Minneapolis MN 55401-1993

Christopher Anderson
Minnesota Power

30 W Superior St
Duluth MN 55802-2093

Tim Barth

Marathon Petroleum Company
PO Box 3128

Houston TX 77253

John Bailey

Institute for Local Self-Reliance
1313 5" St NE

Minneapolis MN 55414

James J Bertrand

Leonard Street & Deinard
150 S 5™ St Ste 2300
Minneapolis MN 55402

William A Blazar

MN Chamber of Commerce
400 N Robert St Ste 1500
St Paul MN 55101

Bob Bridges

International Paper Company
100 E Sartell St

Sartell MN 56377

Robert S Carney Jr
4232 Colfax Ave S
Minneapolis MN 55409

William Grant

Izaak Walton League — Midwest Office
1619 Dayton Ave Ste 202

St Paul MN 55104-6206

Leslie Davis

Earth Protector Inc

PO Box 11688

Minneapolis MN 55411-0688

Brian Elliot

Clean Water Action Alliance
326 Hennepin Ave E
Minneapolis MN 55414

Paula Erdmann

Tri-County Action Programs Inc
700 W St Germain St

St Cloud MN 56301

Michael J Bradley

Moss & Barnett

4800 Wells Fargo Center

90 S 7" St

Minneapolis MN 55402-4129

Bill Bullard

South Dakota Public Utilities Commission
Capitol Bldg

Pierre SD 57501-5070

George Crocker

North American Water Office
PO Box 174

Lake EImo MN 55042

Ron Elwood

Legal Services Advocacy Project
Ste 101 Midtown Commons
2324 University Ave

St Paul MN 55114

Janet Shaddix Elling

Shaddix and Associates

9100 W Bloomington Frwy Ste 122
Bloomington MN 55431

Andrew Moratzka

Mackall Crounse and Moore
1400 AT&T Tower

901 Marquette Ave
Minneapolis MN 55402

James Erickson
Minnesota Power
30 W Superior St
Duluth MN 55802

Executive Director

St Paul Urban League
401 Selby Ave

St Paul MN 55102

Elizabeth Goodpaster

MN Center for Environmental Advocacy
26 E Exchange St #206

St Paul MN 55101

Richard J Johnson

Moss & Barnett

4800 Wells Fargo Center
90S 7" st

Minneapolis M 55402-4129

Annette Henkel

Minnesota Utility Investors
400 Robert St N Ste 208

St Paul MN 55101-2015

Sandra L Hofstetter
1140 Mary Hill Cir
Hartland W1 53029-8009

Keith Weigel
AARP

30 E 7" St Ste 1200
St Paul MN 55101

Mike Franklin

Minnesota Chamber of Commerce
400 N Robert St Ste 1500

St Paul MN 55101

Catarina Zuber

Avant Energy Services
200 S 6" St Ste 300
Minneapolis MN 55402



Richard J Johnson

Moss & Barnett

4800 Wells Fargo Center
90S 7" st

Minneapolis M 55402-4129

Peter G Mikhail

Kennedy & Graven — Chartered
470 US Bank Plz

200 S 6" St

Minneapolis MN 55402

Gary Satterfield

Marathon Petroleum Company LLC
PO Box 3128

Houston TX 77253

Kenneth W Smith PE
District Energy St Paul Inc
76 W Kellogg Blvd

St Paul MN 55102-1611



